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A). Tao Riso of the Stalinist Reaction 


za 
'} HE BOLSHEVIK REVOLUTION of Octob- 
*. er, 1917, the greatest liberating 
movement in history, served as a 
beacon to the world proletariat to 
guide it in its strugsle against op- 
pression. Tnis only successful prolet— 
arian revolution stirred the workers 
to heroic. deeds in their fignt for 
freedom. But at the same tine, how 
ever, it encouraged large numbers of 
opportunists from all camps to attempt 
to ingratiate themselves with the pro- 
letariat and win a favorable place for 
themselves by covering their treacher- 
ous character with the mask of Bolshe- 
vism. Thousands of opportunists from 
the camp of the Social-Democrats, ths 
Socialist Kevolutionaries, tne Liber- 
als and sven tne Tzarists swarmed into 
the Russian Commanist Party, the Sov- 
ist organs and into the newly formed 

Comintern. As early as 1920, burocra-~ 
tism fostered by this reactionary 
stratum of Soviet officialdom, was ex- 
tremely broad in extent and Lenin ut- 
tered sharp warnings against it: 

"We dispersed the old burocratic 
element and then began to place it 
into new jobs. The Tzarist buroce- 
rats began to go over into Sovist 
institutions and instill burocrat~ 
ism, transform themselves into Com~ 
tmnists and to achieve greater car~ 


obtained Communist 
Party membership books, They have 
been driven out through the door, 
they crawl back in through the win- 
dowe 

"Complaints with regard to buro- 
cratism have long been hoard, comp- 
laints undoubtedly well-founded." 
(V. I. Lonin, Collectod Works, Vol. 
XVI, p. 127. Our omphasis. 


eerist success 


The following year Lenin defined the 
Soviet State as "a workers! state with 
burocratic distortions" (V. I. Lenin, 
‘Selected Works, English Edition, Vol. 
5X sppwireo.) 


At the Tenth Congress of the All- 
Union Commmist Party in 19¢l, wndor 
Lenin's guidance, a resolution on Wor- 
kers Democracy aimed at destroying the 
burocratic distortion was adopted with 
a view toward ongaging the whole of 
the working ponulation in the job of 
running the state apparatus. 


Soon after this Congress,however, 
Lenin was eliminated from active party 
work by severe illnoss, 


The temporary removal of Lenin 
from political action and the great 
liklihood that this removal would soon 
be made pormanent by doath raised tho 
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question of the future leadership of 
the Bolshevik Party. Stalin, Zinoviev 
and Kamenev, stirred by opportunist 
motives and united by a conspiratorial 
agreement,began to maneuver to enhance 
and make permanent their power in the 
Party apparatus. The Central Commit- 
tee of the Bolshevik Party, under the 
leadership of Stalin, Zinoviev, Kamen 
ev, Bukharin and others, permitted the 
resolution on Workers Democracy to re- 
main a purely paper affair while buro- 
cratism continued to grow rampant. 
Stalin was to handle the organization- 
al end of this criminal deal, while 
Zinoviev and Kamenev were to be the 
theoretical chiefs of the Party. In 
1921 at the same Congress at which the 
resolution on Workers Democracy was 
adopted, an opposite line was laid 
down by these conspirators. Zinoviev 
proposed Stalin for the hitherto non- 
existent post of General Secretary of 
the Party and at the next Congress 
Stalin was installed in this office. 


Immediately, Stalin used his post 
as General Secretary to enlarge his 
personal power by the process of app- 
ointing hand-picked followers to the 
numerous Party offices and by favoring 
those who would be faithful to him for 
general membership in the Party. By 
the beginning of 1923, Stalin had al- 
ready .concentrated so vast a burocrat— 
ic power in his hands that Lenin in 
his .last political’ document, (the 
"Testamerit"), fearful of such develop- 
ments, proposed that Stalin be removed 
fram the post of General Secretary. 


Years later, Stalin himself admitted 
Tenin's opposition to him: 
."It is said that in the 'testa- 


ment! in question Lenin sugge s ted 
to the Party Congress that it 
should deliberate on the question 
of replacing Stalin and appointing 


another comrade’ in his place as 
General Secretary of the Party. 
This is perfectly true...." (Speech 


of J. Stalin at the October Plenary 
Session of the C.C. of the C.P.S.U., 
reported in Inprecorr, November 
17, 1920s wpe4cos) 


_ Among the reasons Lenin gave for his 
opposition to Stalin's being General 
Secretary was Stalin's accumulation of 


tremendous personal power which in. 
Lenin's opinion Stalin used improper- 
ly. Lenin entrusted Trotsky with the 
task of combatting the burocratic 
growth directed by Stalin, but Trotsky, 
betraying Lonin's confidence, adopted 
the opportunistic policy of compromis- 
ing with Stalin and of actually sabot- 
aging the directives set forth by Len- 
in in the "Testament". Tr otsky's 
treacherous capitulation to Stalin (of 
which we speak in greater detail o n 
page 43) left Stalin and his clique 
free to carry out their machinations. 
The already existing burocracy and 
thousands of other opportunists, eager 
to "join the bandwagon" of the privil-~ 
eged Stalinist clique, willingly gave 
it the subservience it demanded. 


Mounting political and economic 
privileges gave the burocracy vested 
interests that had to be defended at 
all costs. Within Russia it became 
the primary task of Stalin to concen- 
trate power more and more in his ow 
hands. This process of burocratic 
centralization and the resultant clim- 
ination of whatever workers democracy 
had been achieved was concealed by 
Stalin behind a vast smoke-screen of 
"building socialism" in Russia. Marx, 
Engels and Lenin had always taught 
that a socialist society could be org-— 
anized only by the combined efforts of 
the proletariat of several advanced 
countries,and that the notion of buil- 
ding a socialist society self-contain- 
ed within the confines of a single 
country is a reactionary utopia. Len- 
in considered the Bolshevik Revolution 
only a prolude to a general European 
uprising and not in itself sufficient 
for tho complete victory of Socialism: 


"Not only the European, but the 
world prolcotarian revolution is 
maturing before the eyes of all, 
and it has been assisted, has been 
accelerated, has beon supported, by 
the victory of the proletariat in 
Russia. Is all this enough for the 
complete victory of socialism? Cer- 


tainly not. One country can do no 
more." (V¥. I. Lenin, "The prolet- 
arian Rovolution and the Renegade 


Kautsky", p. 73. Our emphasis. ) 


And again the same idea: 
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"The Russian proletariat single- 
handed cannot bring the Socialist 
revolution to a victorious conclus- 
ion. But it. can give the Russian 
Revolution a mighty sweep such as 
would create most favorable condi- 
tions for a Socialist revolution, and 
would, in a sense, start it. It can 
help create more favorable circum~ 
stances for its most important, most 
trustworthy and most reliable colla-~ 
vorators, the European and the Amer- 
ican Socialist proletariat, to join 


in the decisive battles." (V.I.Lenin, 


"Letters From Afar", p. 47. Our 


emphasis. ) 


And it was not merely. the backwardness 
of Russia that Lonin had in mind when 
he formulated the thesis that the con- 
struction of socialism could not be 
completed by Russia alone. Even if 
conditions in Russia had becn better 
than what they were actually, such a 
completion of Socialism by the efforts 
of Rissis alone would still be impos- 
sible: 


"We do not shut our eyes to the 
fact tnat in a gingl3 country, even 
if it were a much less backward 
country than Russia, even if we 
were living amidst Better conditions 
than those prevailing after four 
years of unprecedented, painful, 
severe and ruinous war, we could 
not carry out the socialist revol- 
ution conpletely, solely by our ow 
efforts." © (V.- I. Lenin; Selected 
Works, Eng. Ed. Vol. VII, pg. 390. 
Our empnasis. 


The transition from capitalism to soc- 
lalism could not in Lenin's opinion be 
finished without the aid of the 
international proletariat: 


"We are very far from having 
conpleted evon the transitional 
period from capitalism to social- 
ism. We have never cohsoled ou r— 
selves with the hope that, we could 
finish it without the aid of the 
international proletariat." (Ibid. 
page 275.) 


Lenin conceived of constructing a so- 
cialist society as a possibility only 
when carried out along international 


dines and on a world scale. To him 

the Russian proletariat was only the 

beginner, the vanguard of this gigan- 

tic undortaking. The completion of the 
socialist society would be realized 
only by the combined efforts of the 

workers of the most advanced countries, 
Germany, England and France. 


"History has given’us, the Russ-. 
ian toiling and oxploited classes, 
the honorable role of vanguard of 
tho intornational socialist revol- 
ution; and today we seo clearly how 
far the dsvelopment of the revol- 
ution will go. Tho Russians com 
monced; the Germans, the’  Prench 
and the English will finish, and 
socialism will bo victorious."(Ibid. 
page 282.) 


In his oarlicr period, repeating the 
Opinions of the great socialist lead- 
ers, Stalin also taught that socialism 
could not be built iri a single country 
alone: 


"But to overthrow the power of 
the bourgeoisie and establish that 
of the proletariat in a single coun- 
ry is still not to assure the com 
plete victory of sdcialism. The 
chief task, the organization of So- 


Gialist production, is still +0 be 
accomplished. Can we succeed and 
secure the definitive victory of 


Sociulism in one country without 
the combined efforts of the prolet- 


acians of several advanced count- 
ries? Most certainly not. The ed- 


forts of a singles country are en- 
ough to overthrow tho bourgeoisie: 
this is what the history of ovr re~ 
volution proves. But for the defin- 
itive triumph of Socialism, tho or- 
ganization of Socialist production, 
the efforts of tho country alone 
are not enough, pafticularly of an 
essentiabdly rural country like Rus- 
sia;the efforts of the proletarians 
of several advanced countries are 
nooded." (Stalin, "The Theory and 
Practice of lLeninism," 19 2 4, 
page 25, Our omphasis.) 


The Stalinist burocratic degeneration 
developod for three years without Sta- 
lin introducing any distortions of 
these Marxist-Leninist theoretical, 
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principles. Contrary to Trotsky's false 
assertion that the Stalinist degener— 
ation began with Stulin!s adoption of 
the "theory" of socialism in a single 
country, facts show that from 1921 to 
1924 Stalin was building his burocrate 
ic machine without doviating from the 
correct lLeninist thesis stated in the 
above yuotution. Lenin's death affor- 
ded Stalin, Zinoviev and Kamenev the 
chance to conceul these basic Leninist 
truths and to parade before the masses 
as "buildéms of socialism". A short 
time after the above-quoted denial of 
the possibility of constructing so— 
cialism in a single dountry alone was 


witten, Stalin began to doctor his ow 


writings on this point. Making a com 
plete about-face, Stalin now announced 
a new "theory" — (stoutly claiming 


that it was strictly Leninist,of course) 


~— to the effect that socialism could 
be established in a single country by 
its wnaided efforts: 


"Can socialism possibly be es— 
tablished in one country alone by 
that country's unaided strength? 
This question must be answered in 
the affirmative." (J.Stalin, Len- 
inism, page 53.) 


Fully conscious that this new "thoory" 
was an opportunist invention, in a 
word, a fake pure and simple, Stalin 
utilized this demagogic pose as the 
"builder of socialism ina a# ingle 
country" to justify his burocrat ic 
usurpation and centralization of power. 


By ideologically confusing the prolet- 
ariat, by burocratic wire-pulling and 
by GPU. terrorism, Stalin finall y 

succeeded in ceatralizing enormous po- 
wer in his own hands and in surround- 
ing himself with a large layer of sy- 

cOphants who wax fat on exorbitant sa- 
larics, luxurious private homes and a 
thousand and one economic and soc i al 
priviloges. 


The workers within the Soviet Un- 
ion, who have been shorn of their Oc- 
tober privileges by Stalinism, are not 
the only ones who are a throat to the 
Stalinist burocracy, International pro- 
letarian revolution vas recagnized by 
Stalin as early as 1923 to be a danger- 
oug menace to his burocratic power. 
Proletarian revolution sweeping the 
world would serve as an encouragement 
to the Russian workers and peasants to 
overthrow their burocratic oppressors. 
The international working class, vell- 
organized, armed and secthing with re- 
volutionary zeal would hurl scathing 
criticism at Stalin and his burocrats, 
would penetrate the Russian masses 
with propaganda and enlighten them on 


the causes of their misory, would or- 


ganize them to rebol against the usur- 
pers in the Kremlin and establish work 
ers democracy in accord with Lenin's 
resolution. The yrapaciqus burocracy 


B) THE METHOD OF STALINISM 


Under Lonin's guidance, the Bol— 
shevik Party steered a course which wes 
fundamentally Marxist. The prolotariat 
marched toward the revolutionary over- 
throw of the bourgeoisie and the es~ 
tablishment of a proletarian dictator-— 
ship that on 4 world saale would lead 
to the creation of a socialist society. 
Lenin sharply realized that there were 
two dangers tnat could divert, the toil- 
ing masses from the path toward the 
destruction of capitalism, namely, ul~ 
tra-leftism and ultra-rightism. The 
ultra~leftist danger consists in the 
workers resorting to tactics which are 
in advance of, or in other ways unsuite 


quickly realized that this peril had 
to be crushed. 
ed to, the objective situation. Some 


of the ultra-left traps which Lenin 
consistently avoided are, adventurism, 
putschism, unprepared and premature 
assaults on capitalism, refusal to uw 
tilize avenues of approach to the mas- 
ses which are still effective,like re- 
formist trade unions and bourgeois 
parliamonts. The ultra-rightist dis— 
tortion of Marxism takes the form of 
some sort of class-collaborationis t 
maneuver. Participation of revolution- 
aries in bourgeois cabimats or any 
form of support to any bourgeois gov- 
ernment, collaboration with opportun- 
ists in so-called "united front" gov- 
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ernments or other devices of this nat~ 
ure were recognized by Lenin as means 
whereby the march of the proletariat 
toward freedom from capitalist oppres- 
sion was misled, with the inevitable 
triumph of bourgeois reaction. 
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ism in its policy of preventing prol- 
etarian revolution ig to avoid the 
Marxist road by diverting the workers 
into ultra-riphtist and ultraleftist 


channels. 


faced with revolutionary develop- 
ments which had to be forestallod to 
safeguarr the existence of nis person- 


al power and of the burocracy that sup- 


ported’ him, Stalin as early as 1923, 
througs his ally, Zinoviev, who was 
then the head of the Comintern, seized 
control of this organization by placing 
in the leadership of its various 
national sections opportunistic ca 
reerists who were willing to carry out 
his dosignse 
surges in Germany, Bulgaria and China 
particularly engaged Stalin s atton- 
tion. Tc squolch 
powor, Stalin launched the Comintern 
on an ultra-rightist course. In Ger- 
many tine Stalinists formed coalition 
governmonts with tho opportunist So- 
cial-democratic leaders in Saxony and 
Thuringia and in general made evory 
effort to restrain the workers from 
overthrowing the bourgeoisie. When the 
German revolution of 1923 was finally 
destroyed, Brandler and Thalheimer, the 
agents of Stalin in Germany, were made 
the scapegoats for the disasters which 
befell the workers. In China in 1923 
the Communist Party was ordered to en- 


In 1923 revolutionary up- 


these menacos to his 


ter the bourgeois 
criminal maneuver brought the Chinese 
proletariat completely under the dom 
ination of the bourseoisic. This line 
was carricd out until the horrible ev- 
ents of 1927, when the Chinese bourg- 
eOisie under the military leadership 
of Chiang Kai-shek massacred the en- 
tire Communist proletariat and huge 
mambers of revolutionary peasants. 


Kuomintang, which 


After the defeat of the prolet- 
ariat in Germany in 1923, Stalin co- 
vered up the ultra-rishtist zigzag 
employed in causing this defeat by an 
ultra-leftist zigzag. For about six 
months the Stalinist traitors shunted 
the workers into insane adventurist 
tactics. In Esthonia about 300 work- 
ers were led by the Stalinist buroc- 
rats tO capture some polico stations, 
a leftist farce which was paraded in 
the Stalinist publications as a pro- 
letarian revolution. In Hamburg simi- 
lar tactics were used. Aftor the dis- 
aster to the workers in China in 1927, 
& putch was engineered in December’ ‘of 
the same year by the Stalinist leaders 
in Cunton, where overniczht a "soviet" 
was manufacturod ani palmeda off on the 
workers as a seizuro of power. Many 
thousands of workers were slaughtered 
as a result of this leftist cover for 
the previous rightist line of the Sta- 
linist clique in China. 


In 1929 the entire Comintern was 
sent off on an ultra—-leftist, adventu- 
rist course, whoss proportions ex- 
ceeded anything evor attempted by the 
Stalinists before. It iswor th- 
while to consider this ultra-left z2ig- 
zag (1929-1934) in some detail. 


C) THE ULTRA-LEFT ZIGZAG 


It is extremely difficult to see 


through Stalinism during its ultra— 
left phase for thon the burocrats pose 
as ferocious revolutionists who are 
ready to devour capitalism at the drop 
of a hat. From 1929 to 1934 the Stal- 
inists lured the leftward-moving work- 
ers with wild "Red" phrases while at 
the same time they gave them a line 
which successfully sabotaged the dev- 
elopment of a revolutionary sitrusgrle. 
Revolution was said by the burocrats 


to be imminent all over the world. 
Even in countries like tho United 
States where the workers wero entiroly 
under bourgeois domination politically 
they were epged on by the Stalinists 
to "Capture tho Streets," the latter 
being a favorite Stalinist slogan dur- 
ing this period. Insane battles with 
the police were frequently staged by 
the burocrats to deceive the workers 
into imagining that they were fighting 
capitalism, Tho slishtest disturbance 
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was magnified as the beginning of re— 
volution and the workers were dragged 
from one costly adventure to another, 
The futile frenzy into which the work- 
ers were excited was camouflaged by a 
torrent of gqnotations from Marx, Engels 
and Lenin. The average worker in most 
ef the world looked with amazement at 
the .fantastic antics into which the 
Stalinist workers were led. 


Stalinism gave the most advanced 
workers an ultra—~left line not only in 
the direct struggle with the bourgeoi- 
sie but also in their orientation to- 
ward the opportunists in the ranks of 
the proletariat itself. The bourgeoi- 
sie saddle their yoke on the workers 
first tnrough strictly bourgeois tech— 
niques, armed force, propaganda, bri- 
bery, etce, and secondly through their 
agents who in the form of social-demo- 
cratic and reformist political leaders 
of parties, trade unions and other or- 
ganizations composed of workers cause 
them to follow class-collaborationist 
policies. Lenin knew that without the 
destruction of the influence of such 
epportunists over the politically con- 
scious vanguard of thé proletariat the 
task of overthrowing the bourgeoisie 
is a hopeless one. Hence he conceived 
of the forming of a revolutionary prty 
and International in terms of winning 
the proletarian vanguard away from the 
opportunists. The tactic of exposure 
of the opportunists used by Benin con- 
sisted in giving the workers scientifi- 
cally precise information on the nature 
of opportunism and on how to destroy 
it. Social-democracy, which up to the 
rise of Stalinism in 1922 was the main 
danger within the camp of the workers, 
was defined by Lenin as a petty-bourg- 
e0is democratic tendency which by 
preaching reliance on the bourgeois- 
democratic state prevented the workers 
from overthrowing the capitalist class. 
Objectively, and in most cases con= 
sciously,tne social-democratic leaders 


from 1914 on acted as the agents of 
the imperialists in the ranks of. the 
workers. Lenin carefully avoided any 


rightist or leftist attitude toward 
B0cial-domocracy, for he realized that 
to expose the role of social-democracy 
to the workers! understanding exact 
information on this form of opportun- 
ism was essential. In the course of 


the struggle against the bourgeoisie, 
Leriin tried to leave the path open to 
the social-democratic workers, honest 
though misled, to see their way clear 
to breaking with their treacherous 
leaders and joining in a common strug-~ 


@le with their fellow-workers in the 
Bolshevik Party. In no case did Lenin 
introduce any leftist definition of 


social-democracy,which did not corres— 

pond to objective experience and which 

therefore could only repulse the work 

ers in the social-democratic partics. 

On the other hand,Lenin fought against 

any tendency on the part of the Bolshe- 
viks to forsake the complete indepen- 

dence of their Party and enter into 

any bloc with the opportunists. Lenin 

insisted on the absolute organization- 

al independence of the Bolshevik Party 

and above all on its complete freedom 
to criticize and expose the opportun- 

ists. Any deviation from these prin- 

ciples in the direction of abandoning 

the organizational independence of the 

Bolshevik Party or of its freedom to 

criticize and expose the Opportunists, 

was held by Lenin to be a rightist 

distortion of Marxism. 


Stalinism, however, misleading 
the workers with respect to the strug~ 
gle against the bourgeoisie directly 
by means Of the Comintern ultra~right 
and ultra-left gigzags, practices the 
same kind of treachery with regard to 
the various forms of Opportunism ex— 
isting in the ranks of the prolotariat 
itself. Stalinism limows that if the 
workerg learn the true nature of all 
forms of opportunism, the road for the 
building of a gonuine revolutionary 
movement becomes clear. As far as 
Stalinism itself is concerned, it nat- 
urally avoids self-exposure thr ough 
powerful demagogy about constructing 
socialism in the Soviet Union and by 
creating traditional scape-goats of 
its former direct allies, Trotsky, 
Zinoviev, Bukharin, Brandler and Love- 
stone, against whom it levels furious 
barrages from time to time to conceal 
its own crimes. Stalinism also pre— 
vents the workers from understanding 
other forms of opportunism, especially 
social-democracy, by distortinr the 
Leninist tactics against opportunism 
in a leftist and richtist direction. 

When Stalin's Comin&ern employs 
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an ultra-rightist zigzag as a means of 
misleading the workers in the direct 
struggle against the bourgeoisie, the 
attitude toward social-democracy is 
also colored with ultra-rightism. The 
Stalinist burocrats then actually form 
agreements with the social-democratic 
burocrats not to engage in any expo- 
sure, as was done in France in 1934 
when the s0-called “united front" was 
formed with the French Socialist Party 
(see below for details, page 9 ). 
During the ultra-left zigzag of the 
Comintern, an ultra-left attitude is 
taken up by Stalinism toward social- 
democracy. Thus, in 1924, during the 
brief ultra-left zigzag used by Stalin 
to cover up his rightist betrayal of 
the revolution in Germany the year be- 
fore, Stalin gave the following ultra~ 
leftist definition of social—democracy: 


"Social-democracy is objectively 
the moderate wing of fascism....... 
These organizations do not contra 
dict each other........Thoy are not 
antipedés but:twins..." (J. Stalin, 
Communist International, English 
Edition, 1924, #6, page 4.) 


Stalin's "“definition" of s ocial-demo~ 
cracy wiich identifies it with fascism 
stands in sharp contradiction to Len- 
in's which states that social-democracy 
is a petty-bourgeois democratic ten- 
dency % 


"The Socialists and Socia}~Demo~ 
crats of the Second International 
profess the point of view of vulgar 
petty-bourgeoig democracy, and 
share the prejudicé that the ballot 
can sOlve the fundamental problemg 
of the class struggle." (V. I. Len- 
in, Selected Works, English Ed. 
Vol. VI, pp.481-2. Our Emphasig.) 


Stalin's anti-Leninist definition of 
so0cial-democracy set the pattern for 
the Stalinist attitude toward social- 
democracy during the ultra-left zigzag 
of 1929-1934. A Stalinist, parody of 
Lenin's term, "“"social-patriot", re~ 
sulted in the monstrosity, "social- 
fascist", which the Stalinists applied 
to the social-democrats, It was stated 
more explicitly: 


"Indeed, social fascism by no 


means needs to be developed into 
‘pure! fascism. It alroady IS act~ 
ual fascism." (Commnist Interna 
tional, Volume VII, page 101. En- 


phasis in the original.) 


Let it not be imagined that this cri- 
minal identification of social~demo- 
cracy with fascism was a mere matter 
of wordplay. The tragic results of 
this Stalinist ultra-~left maneuver 
wore that the Stalinist workers were 
gent into disastrous and often murder- 
ous battles with the social~democratic 


workers. Both the social-democratic 
and Stalinist workers were prevented 
by this device from understanding the 


nature of social-democracy. The Stal- 
inist workers were tricked into mis- 
taking social-democracy for a brand of 
fascism, and the social-democ ratic 
workers were naturally repulsed from 
Communism which they identified with 
Stalinism, for thoy lkmoew that their 
organization: is not a fascist one. To 
the social-democratic workers the 
"party" that paraded as Communist was 
Simply a collection of raving and 
homicidal lunatics. 


Such provocativo tactics served, 
of course, to preserve the influence 
of the social-democratic leaders over 
their followers. The Stalinist tactic 
of calling social-democracy "social- 
fascist" and "fascist" placed these 
misleaders in a very comfortable posic 
tion, They could come before their 
followers and say: Comrades, the com- 
munists call us Socialists fascists. 
We all know that this is a despicable 
lie and is typical of the treacherous 
policies of commnism. We are poer— 
foctly justified in attackinz commun- 
ism as a menace +o the working class. 
Don't trust the commmists for they 
are splitters, liars and saboteurs, 
Trust us, comrades, trust social—~demo- 
eracy, In this way the Stalini st 
traitors played directly into the 
hands of the criminal social-domocrat~ 
ic leaders and helped fortify their 
influence amongst the workers. 


Furthermore, the reformist trade 
unions were also denounced by the Sta 
linists as social~fascist and fascist 
and the Stalinist workers were heided 
into separate trade unions in isola 


-~ 8 - 


tion from the major portion of the 
proletariat. The Stalinist burocrats 
were shouting that they wanted to des- 
troy the reformist trade unions, as 
Lozovsky, the Stalinist trade union 
chieftain, plainly stated: 


"There is no need to shout from 
the housetops ‘destroy the unions! 
as was done in Germany. But that we 
want to break up the reformist 


unions, that we want to wrest from 
them the workers, that we want to 
explode the trade union apparatus 


and destroy it — of that there 
cannot be the glightest doubt." 
(A. Lozovsky, Red International 
Labor Union Plemum, February 15, 
1932. Our emphasis.) 


The Stalinist leaders who are through- 
ly familiar with Lenin's writings, are 
entirely aware that Lenin considered 
it obligatory for true Marxists to 
work in reformist trade unions regard- 
less of how reactionary they were. 
Dual unionism, i.e., isolating the ad- 
vanced sections of the workers in 
"Rea" trade unions was held by Lenin 
to be ultra-Leftism: 


“To refuse to work in the re- 
actionary trade wnions means leav- 
ing the insufficiently developed or 
backward masses of the workers un-— 
der the influence of the reaction- 
ary leaders, the agents of the 
bourgeoisie, the labour aristocrats, 
or the ‘completely bourgeois work- 
ers'." (V. I. Lenin, "“Left—Wing 
Commnism, An Infantile Disorder," 
Selected Works, English Edition,Vol. 
X, page 93.) 


Like the influence of the social—demo- 
cratic leaders, that of the reformist 
tradé union burocrats was enhanced. 


In all the major countries, the 
Stalinist parties remained small and 
isolated from the general working 
class movement -- with the exception 
of Germany. It was the latter country 
which up to 1933 played the pivotal 
role in the game of Stalinism. Here, 
the upsurge of the workers was extreme, 
so that large numbers of them, mistak 
ing Stalinism for @ revolutionary 
forcé, fell into the Stalinist trap, 


At its height the Stalinist party of 
Germany had above 300,000 members with 
a following of almost 6,000,000 voters. 
In Germany, as in all countrios, Stal- 
inism diverted this left section of 
the proletariat from the Marxist 
course and engaged it in maniacal 
bouts with the-rest of the working 
class and with the bourgeoisie. 


The frightful growth of Hitlcerism 
made it clear that the bourgeoisie 
wer> preparing to transform their rule 
from "democratic" to fascist. A genv- 
ind Leninist party would have organized 
the workers with a view to combatting 
bourgeois rule which was then becoming 
fascist. To guarantee that the workers 
under their domination would be incap~ 
able of seriously combatting the Nazis, 
the Stalinist burocrats gave them the 
fellowing directive: 


"All the resources of the party 
‘must be thrown into the fight 


against Social Democragy." (Commn- 
ist International, July 1931, page 
1154. Our emphasis.) 


With most of the resources of the Stal- 
inist party flung against the social- 
democrats, there was indeed little 
left with which to resist the Nazis. 


Bending every fibre in their ef- 
fort to prevent the workers from ef~ 
fectively resisting fascism along re- 
volutionary lines, the Stalinist buro- 
crats evon spread the hideous illusion 
that capitalism naturally passes 
through fascism before the proletarian 
revolution is achieved. 


"The capitalist world is heading 
for revolution but before succumb— 
ing it goes through the phase of 
Fdgcism. Fascism is going to be 
the last stage of capitalism before 
the world revolution." (D. Z. Manup 
ilsky, speech at the Tenth Plenum 
of the Executive Committee of the 
Communist International.) 


The upshot of Stalinism in Ger- 
many was the continuance of capitalism, 
which was preciscly in accordance with 
Stalinist schemes. Revobutionary Ger- 
many would have swept capitalism and 
all oppression out of Europe and would 
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have encouraged the russian workers. to 
struggle to wipe out the oppressive 
Stalinist burocracy and establish wer- 
kers! democracy. By 1933 the workers 
were sO completely: bewildered, torn as 
they were betweer.. the Stalinisy and 
social-democratic burocrats, that thoy 
were prevented from saowing any resis- 
tance aginst: the fascists. Tue tuzis 
themselves were astonisned av tho case 
of tnoir victory. Tac Stalinists!’ at- 
tempt to cover up their treachery by 
the feslo what, ~dues tvo..the sphit.in 
the working class, armed resistance 
was impossiovle is perhaps one of the 
most despicable part of thoir betrayal. 
The prolovariaun revolution in Ruagsia 


Occurred when tho wething class was 
Split, and with the majority of the. 


tciling masses wundex the intluense of 
reformist and cowiter-revulutionary 
parties, in addition to wiicn the Rus- 
sian proletariat was as a whole far 
Smaller ‘than the .German of 1933 as 
compared to the total population and 
infinitoly less better organized, edu- 
cutod and class conscious. .The dif- 
forence betwesn, the course of cvants 
in Russia in 1917 and in Germany in 
1933 lics in the fact that the Russian 
workers were led by Lenin and nis col- 
leagues wno worked for tno prolotariat 
while the German workers were mislod 
‘by scoundrels whose main concern was 
to prevent proletarian revolution. In 
Germany the workers wero simply sold 
out. by all their leaders. 
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Inpithewnnner, wtypicals yor, the 
Stalinist birocrats, the first roac— 
tion of the Corintern leadership was 
to assert vigorously that the "lino" 
Of tuo Communist Party ¢& Gomany had 
boen correct: 


"The Presidium of the ECCI dec 


dares. that,the political line and 
tuo orgeinizational policy pursued 


by tne C. C. of tho Commnist Party 
or. Germany, lod by Comride Thacl- 
mann, borore and at the time of the 
Hitler coup, was guito correct." (Re- 
sOluvion of the Prosidium of the E. 
CsCols,,Daily Worker, April 17,1933. 
Our empnasis. 


And, ..above all, the  chior villain of 
the piece mst be protected: "How 
correct are the words of Comrade Stal- 
in-that.° Social Democracy <is the. mod-— 
erete wing of fascism'." (The Commun- 
ist; codibor ial; Apri bga3.) 


Tho defeat of the German workers, 
who were always considered by Lenin as 
tho most advanced and the most ripe 
for socialism, is a disastor of incal- 
culablo -prorortions. 


Nevertheless despite the brazen 
auttompt to cover up their Judas! role, 
tna Stalinist leaders had to head off 
the rising discontent of their victims. 


THR TRANSITION TO THK PRESENT 
ULTRA-LIGH? “LINE 


The victory of Hitlor evoked res. 
entinent a..ongst the Stalinist rank and 
file and in the working class generally. 
Tie ultr.-left line wis seven by muny 
workers to be suicidal. Eupeci a lly 


in ¥rance the closcriess of the Hitler 
terror aroused overwhelming alarm in 


‘the hearts of the proletariat. 


Graduully andivery, cautiously the 
-ultra-left line was changed for the 
ultra-ri gate ein trance, “the * ultra. 
right Zigzag was ushered in by the 
Stalinist burocrats signing: an agrec- 
ment with the social-democratic lead- 
ers to refrain from criticism and ex-~ 
posure of these traitors to the pro- 
letariat. 


iWiretiy;)°> our “party, yabreed ‘to 
refrain from (criticism of the So- 
cialist Party durinz the period of 
joint, activity, (i.e., during the 
ultvo-right zigaags\J.C.H.).° This 
is a very serious concession on the 
part of the Communists. 

"They arreed not only to-rofrain 
from:‘criticism on all urgent nolit- 
ical ‘questions during the period of 
joint activity, but they also ogreed 
to put aside the discussion of even 
theoretical difforences." (Coumun- 
ist-International, Sept. 5, 193 4, 
page 656.) 


Thus, while during the ultra-left zig- 
zag the Stalinists accuse the social- 
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democratic party of being a fascist 
organigation, during the ultra-right 
zigzag they agree not to criticize so- 
cial-democracy. This treacherous 
agreoment on the part of these two 
opportunist organizations to keep mum 
about their crimes was palmed off on 
the trusting workors as a “united 
front" which was going to "fight fas- 
cism". In reality, sowever, this 
"united front" conspiracy of silence 
was but the prolude to the complete 
ultra-right Comintern zigzag. Dis- 
cretion had to be used in slipping 
over this new maneuver to divert the 
toilers from the Marxist path. Thore 
were many hot-heads in the Stalinist 
part; from the ultra-left days to whom 
support of a capitalist government, 
voting for imperialist war budgets and 
the other criminal doings now well- 
known as "Popular Frontism" would be 
extremely obnoxious. The ultra-rigsht 
zig zag had to be fed in easy doses. 


The Stalinist burocrats, palming 
themselves off as the "“inheritors" of 
the October Revolution, make strenuous 
efforts to create the impression that 
they are engaged in "fighting fascism. 
Thus, they try to make the workers bo- 
lieve that the change in Stalin's for- 
eign policy, i.e., hs reorientation 
away from Germany toward France, and 
the change in the Comintern line 
to Popular Frontism were nocessitated 
by the desire to fight fascism, parti- 
cularly German fascism. We = shall 
prove, however, that this contention 
is entirely false. The change in Sta- 
lin's foreign policy will be shown to 
be unrelated to the victory of fascism 
in Germuny, and as for the Comintern 
linc, the ultra-left zigzag carricd 
Over for more than two yoars after 
Hitler came to power. 


With the advent of Hitler,it must 
be rememoered, the relations between 
Soviet Russia and Germany were upset, 
for after 19343 German imperialism 
spurned Moscow's friendship. The cri- 
sis in Germany had become so intense 
that German imperialism, blocked on 
the west by the colossal military 
might of the Anglo-French group, was 
forced to turn to conyuest in the east 
for salvation. At first the Stalinist 
burocracy made efforts to form a col- 
lective security pact with Nazi Ger 


many, but the Nazi foreign minister, 

Baron von Neurath, rejectod this (N.Y. 

Times, Jan. 14, 1934). Whoreapon Sta 

lin beran to dicker with France for an 
alliance. Even thouzh the Nazis had 
already rejectod his offer of an alli- 

ance, however, Stalin did not abandon 
his efforts to maintain friendly re- 

lations with Gorman imperialism. Ac- 

corcingly, the proposed Franco-Sovict 

Pact was left open for Nazi Germany 
(and also semi-fascist Poland) to join. 
This is stated plainly in tho Stalin- 

ist publications of that pcriod, as 
for oxample in this passage from an 
editorial in Soviet Russia Today (June 
1935, page 3): 


"The fact remains that the door 
has been left wide open for Germany 
and Poland to join the pact as well. 
As Harold Denny pointei out in his 
dispatch from Moscow to the New 
York Times (May 11, 1935): 'The 
Soviets have not only left the door 
open for Germany to join the new 
pact but have put a "welcome" mat 
on the threshold. If the pact is 
such that Germany can enter, then 
Polané can also.'" (Our emphasis.) 


Here is the basic fact; Stalin 
had not the faintest desire to oppose 
the Nazis, but on the contrary wanted 
to form an alliance with them. His 
aim was simply to continue wit: Hitler 
the sume friendly relations that cx 
isted between Germany and the USSR 
prior to 1933. The role of a “fishter® 
against fascism was forced on Stalin 
by the German imperialists, much ag- 
ainst his will. Stalin, of course, 
has not hesitated to make vast demag- 
ogic use of this false-face of “anti- 
fascism" in winning over the workers 
to the Comintern, his international 
machine of counter-revolution. Today 
Stalin and his Litvinovs, Dimitroffs 
and Cachins have the effrontcry to 
tell the workers that the Franco-So— 
viet Pact,left open oricinally for the 
fascists to join, is intended as a 
"weapon against fascism." Moreover, 
Stalin himself in a speech to his bu- 
rocrats stuted openly that in reorient— 
ing his foreign policy from Germany 
toward Franco he was not motivated by 
the rise of fascism in Germany, or as 
he puts it "fascism is not the issue 
here": 
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"In this connection certain Ger- 
man politicians say that now the 
USSR has taken an orientation to~ 
wards France and Poland, -that from 
being an opponent of the Versailles 
Treaty it has become a supporter of 
it, and that this change is to be 
explained by the establishment of a 
fascist regime in Germany. This is 
not true. Of course, we are far 
from being enthusiastic about the 
fascist regime in Germany. But 
fascism jis. not the 
only for the reason that fascism, 
for example in Italy, did not prev— 
ent the USSR establishing very good 
relations with that country." (J, 
Stulin, “Report to the }7th Con- 
rews of the C.P.5.U.", Inprecorr, 
Fob. 13, 1954.p.237. Our emphasis.) 


Tais is a plain statement that Stalin 
intended to contime "very good ra— 
lations" witn the Nazis if only. ths 


latter were willing. Fascism in Italy 
had not prevented the Stalin clique 
from having "very good relations" with 
that country in the past and was not 
to prevent in the futuro the Stalin- 
ists from giving what anounted to act- 
ual support to the Italian conquest of 
Ethiopia by large shipments to Italy 
of wheat, oil and road building mater- 
ials. No, Stalin's reorizntation of 
his forcign policy was not caused by 
tho victory of fascism in Germany: 


"The point is that the policy of 
Germany has changed. The -point is 
that oven before the prosent German 
politicians came into power,a fight 
between two political lines broke 
out in Germany,bcetween the old pol- 
icy which found expression in thea 
woll-known treatics with the USSR 
and Gormany and the 'new! policy 
which in the main recalls tho pol- 
icy of the Kaiser of Germany who at 
Oric time occupied the Ukraine, un- 
dertook a march against Leningrad, 
and transformed the Baltic count— 
ries into a place d'armes for this 
march; and this new policy is ob- 
viously gaining the upper hana over 
the old policy." (Ibid., page 237. 
Our emphasis. 


Thus, Stalin conceives the whole prob- 
lom not in terms of the dovslopmont of 


fascism bat as the devclopment of a 
new line of German imperialism which 
harks back to the imporialism of the 
Old German Empire. Stalinist workers 
snould remember this when their lead- 
ers try to mako them boliove that 
somehow fascism is a "now kind" of im- 
perialism, that tho Leninist tactics 
of fighting this "now kind" of inperi- 
alism cannot follow tho old lines of , 
"€urning tho imperialist war intoa 
civil war" in all countrios. Stalin 
for ths bonesfit of his burocrats cor- 
roctly evaluates presont-day Germany 
as simply an imperialist country which 
has changed the orientation of its 
foreign policy. The fact that it is 
now under fascism introduces no basic- 
ally now problem for the Soviet buroc- 
racy. Stalin of course does not tell 
the workers that the proletariat mst 
pursue the "old" Leninist line im 
fighting imperialism. To the workers 
he says that since there is "fascism" 
in Germany Lonin's policy of-revolu 
tionary defoatism of the home bourg- 
eoisisc in France, England, tho United 
States and wnerever impcrialism exists 
is no longor correct. It is obvious 
therefore that if the German imperial- 
ists had boen content to continue a 
lino against England and France as 
fascist Italy was doing, thon tno So— 
viet burocracy would have had "Very 
good relations" with fascist Germany. 
If the Stalinists had succeeded ion 
wrangling a collective socurity pact 
out of Hitler, we would now have dinna 
in our ears that the purpose of this 
alliance is to "defend the Soviet Uni- 
on"tagainst. French impcrialism. How 
supporting Nazi militarism - or French 
militarism, for that matter — consti- 
tutos "defending the Soviet Union" 
would have been "explained" as the 
Stalinists “explained” that Stalin's 
helping to equip Italy for her conquest 
of Ethiopia was done to “preserve tho 
peace of Europe." 


It is essential to realize that 
the Stalin clique never intended to 
fight fascism, has had "very good re— 
lations" with Italian fascism and was 
porfectly willing to live in peace and 
friendship with Nazi Germany. As far- 
as tho Stalinist diplomatic maneuvers 
aro concerned, "fascism is not the is- 
sue here." To Stalin it is a matter of 
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indifference wnether he forms an alli- 
ance wita a "democratic" or with a fas- 
cist power, for his aim is to comp ro- 
miso with imperialisi: as long as t h e 
laiter is willing. "Collective secur- 
ity" is absolutely unrelated to any 
"defense of democracy against fascism" 
aud is nothing more than Stalin's at~ 
tempt to cast in his lot with one or 
anotner imperialist gang regardless of 
whether it is "democratic" or fascist. 
The belief that Stalin intended to op- 
pose fascism is a dangerous illusion. 


An equally dangerous illusion is 
that the present ultra-right zigzag 
called Popular Frontism is intended 
also as a struggle to prevent fascism. 
It will be shown in detail that the 
purpose of this new "line" is none oth- 
er than to bind the world proletariat, 
including the French workers, to the 
bourgeoisie to prevent proletarian re- 
volution. 


Today after two years of the Popu- 
lar Front policy it has become the 
standard practice of the Stalinists to 
support all the military appropria- 
tions of the French impcriulists. The 
pretext given for this treachery ile 
that fascism in Germany is a threat to 
world peace, and hence to support 
French miiitarism is a blow against 
German fascism and in defence of the 
Soviet Union. Hitler was appointed 
chancellor on January 31, 1933 and the 
Nazi barrage promptly began. The re- 
arming of Germany with subsidies from 
England, France and America proceeded 
at a furious pace and Hitler's throats 
aguinst the Sovict Ukraine becume the 
talk of the whole world. Yet as late 
as Marcn 1935, more than two years af- 
ter the rise of fascism to power in 
Gormany, the French Stalinists were 
still, in words at least, aguinst the 
war preparations of the French "democ- 
ratic" government: 


"The debate in the Chamber of 
Deputies on the extension of the 
term of military sorvice was delib- 
erately kept in the dark und the 
division by nO moans expresses a 
well-defined alignment in two oppo- 
site camps. Among the Opponents of 
the Bill 
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determined opponents of ‘national 


(Inprecorr, March 23, 


defonse.'". 
Our emphasis.) 


1935, p. 349. 


We find that, still using the "Lenin- 
ist" phrascology of tho ultra-loft 
days, the Stalinists proclaimed them 
solves "dotermined opponents of nation- 
al defense." Of course, this line 
was staunchly asserted to be “absolu— 
tely correct," although today, though 
fascism is still in Gormany and still 
threatens the Soviet Union as it did 
in March 1935, this line is denounced 
as "abedlutely countcr-revolutionary." 
Today with the pre-fascist Daladier 
government-by-decrea in offics, the 
Stalinists support all the plans of 
French militarism and excuse their 
troackery by blaming it on German re- 
armament. But on March 23, 1935,when 
fascism was already in power in Ger- 
many and arming to the hilt, tho Stal- 
inists managed to utter truc words ab- 
out the nature of the armament race 
and its relation to imporialist war: 


"Needless tO say,every capital -~- 
ist ~ovornment attempts to burden 
its rivals with the rosponsibility 
for. the open return to the acceler- 
ated armamont race. That again is 
just as it was in 1913. Evory o no 
wants to be the last to begin, ev— 
eryone is only out fér self-defence, 
everyone is thinking only of the 
maintenance of peace....... we all 
know the old, old story. he truth 
is that war is  inseparablo from 
capitalism and that a 'peace! such 
as tho one concluded in 1919-1920 
is only an interlude betwecn new 
inevitablco wars, as s00n as a new 
relation of forces is established 
between the imperialist groups 
strugvling for the” exploitation of 
tie wealth of the world in the in- 
terests of a single class." 
(J. Berlioz, Inprecorr, March 23, 
1935, page 349.) 


War is inscparable from capital-~ 
ism, we learn ffrom this person who now 
informs us that Popular Frontism will 
prevent war without the revolutionary 
overthrow of capitalism. We are told 
by this Stalinist who now shrieks for 
a bigger and better French army and 
navy that those why try to blame 
Frer.ch arming on "other" countries are 
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cheats and betrayers of the workers.To 
say that “everyone is out only for 
self-defense", — (This includes Franc) 
~— is the "old, old story," 4n a word, 
hokum, we hear from Berlioz who now 
howls that French imperialism is form- 
ing "collective security" pacts "only 
for seli-defence," only for the "main- 
tenance of peace." That French arm— 
ing encourages Hitler to build new 
weapons was loudly proclaimed oy the 
Stalinists: 


other hand - and while 
allowing the negotiations on pacts 
to drag on — French imperial ism 
thought to restrain Nazi expansion 
by augmenting its military apparut-— 
us. Far from achieving this object, 
however, they furnished the Third 
Reich with ome pretext after anoth- 
er. This criminal error still in- 
spires French policy as is to be 
seen from the above-mentioned meas—- 
ures (proposals for huge increasos 
in French armaments)." (Inprecorr, 
April 6, 1935, page 400.) 


"Onje the 


The present incredibly colossal French 
armament budget of the Popular Front 
government (sce below for details), in- 
aaa eR renee the lie to the claim 
Linists nega: a sopbpectinn 
aint pact, Ms3ra 
aiened ay «, 1935 would relieve 
France of the necessity of increasing 
her war matorials. And finally, in 
still earlier days, but still fiftoon 
months aftor Hitler's accession to po- 
wer, the Stalinists in France wore ri- 
diculing the sociial-democrats Laon 
their belief that a vote for war cred- 
its to tho imperialists was necessary 
as a means “of defonding democracy ag- 
ainst fascism." In analyzing the pol- 
icy of the French Socialist Party 
adopted by the National Council on 
May 11, 1954, the Stalinist, Jacque s 
Berlioz, glouts that tho perfidious 
sjogan of "defending democracy ag- 
ainst fascism" could not be admitted 
by the social-domocracy openly as its 
policy: 


"Nothing whatever was suid reg~ 
arding the main problom of nation- 
al defence und war. vee cOULG sm not) 
be admitted that all sections, 
from the Right to the Left, stand 
for nationul defence under the 


pretext of the necessity of Gefend- 
ing democracy against fascism." 
(J. Berlioz, “Against Counter-rev- 
Olutionary Social-Democracy," In- 
precorr, June 8, 1934. p.888. Gur 
emphasis. ) 


This was the lingo of tho Stalinists 
aftor fascism came to power in Ger- 
many. This was the “official line"! 


Wringing money from the hide of 
the proletariat to support the imper- 
jalist murder machine is naturally 
detestable to avery class—conscious 
worker and St&linism during the ul- 
tra-~loft orgy played on this sentiment. 
Today the Stalinists spread the "old, 
old story" that the workers,must sanc- 
tion the huge armament budget of 
French imperialism on the "pretoxt" of 
defending French "democracy" against 
German "fascism." Thus they mind un- 


der their heel the fundamentals of 
heninism. The basic principle of Len- 


inism on imperialist war the Stalin- 


ists today carefully conceal. In our 
analysis of the sevcral Popular Front 
governments we shall show that if 


French imperialism has changed in any 
way since Lenin lived it has been only 
tO grow more deceptive and vicious. 


These ars the only "conditions that 
have changed." 
During this transition period 


from the ultra-left to the ultra-right 
zigzag, the Stalinist traitors, cau- 
tious, wore still mouthing Leninist 
phrases attacking bourgeois democracy. 
They were careful not to come out pre- 
matursly with their present brazen 
talk about "defending democracy ag- 
ainst fascism" and honce wo find Man- 
uilsky, a vory high mogul of the Stal- 
inist machine, saying the following 
about French bourgeois democracy al- 
most one year after Hitler came to poe 
were 


"The French bourgeoisic, for ex- 
ample, finds the husk of bourgeois 
democracy, serving as it docs as a 
convenient scrocn for fascist meth- 
ods, moro advantageous at the pres- 
ent stago than open fascist dictat- 
Orsiip. Firstly, this “democratic 
husk gives the French bourgeoisie a 
ready-made idcoology in the future 


imperialist war with Germany; sec~ 
ondly, it permits French imperial- 
ism better to achieve its aims both 
in the colonies and among the vas~ 
sal states; thirdly, by upholding 
democratic illusions among the work- 
ers, it permits the French bourg- 
eoisie to consolidate the regime of 
political bondage and economic exp- 
Loitation. )./0of the proletariat." 
(D. Z. Manuilsky, "Revolutionary 
Crisis, Fascism.and War," 13th Ple- 
num of the E.C.C.I., December 1933, 
page 26.) 


Can there be any doubt that the Stalin- 
ist burocrats are completely aware 
that bourgeois democracy.in the pres— 
ent period of the decline of capital— 
ism serves as a cover for the passage 
of the bourgeoisie to fascist methods 
of rule? Manuilsky; as well as Thorez, 
Browder, Dimitroff, Pollitt, Pieck and 
every one of the scoundrels serving 
Stalin, is fully conscious that “by 
upholding democratic illusions among 
the workers" tney enable the bourgeoi- 
sie "to consclidate the regime of pol- 
itical bondage and economic exploit 
ation of the proletariat." Note that 
Manuilsky knows that France's future 
war with Germany will be an erial- 
ist war and that the "democratic husk" 
(which the Stalinists are now halping 
to drape over the oyes of the prolet- 
ariat) gives the bourgeoisie a "ready 
made ideblogy" with which to bamboozle 
the workerse 


It is clear that the dropping of 
the ultra-left line and the adoption 


of the ultra~right, Popular Front, 
line had nothing to do with the so- 
called fight against fascism. Surely 


it could not have taken such "super-— 
Marxists" as the Stalinists more than 
two years to discover that Germany had 
gone fascist and was raging for new 
worlds to conquer. But one reason ex- 
ists for the change in "line." The 


workers, showing signs of rebellion 
against Stalinism becauee of the dis- 
astrous ultra-left policy, had to be 


held in check with a new kind of bait. 


Under the guise of “adapting the line 


to new conditions," the Stalinists 

launched. the ultra-right, Popular 

Front policy, which fooled the workers 

into thinking an improvement in Comin— 

tern policy had beon made. Instead, 

the workers have aguin been lured away 

from a correct revolutionary line and 

firmly bound to the bourgeoisie by 

méans of ultra-rightism. The  state- 
monts quoted above were made during 

the period of. transition whon it was 

not yet possible to come out openly 

for a jingo, pro-imperialist policy. 

Hence we find the Stalinists still us- 

ing Leninist-sounding language. It 

was not long, however, before the work- 
ers had been successfully decoyed a 
way from tho ultra-left line and the 

full Popular Front rigamarole was un- 
leashed. 


It may be argued by some workers 
that the French governments from the 
time of the victory of Hitler in Janu- 
ary 1933 to the formation of the first 
Popular Front government in June 1936 
were "ordinary" bourgeois democratic 
governments and hence the Stalinists 
were, correct in attacking them. But 
since June 1936, such readers will say, 
the Frencl: bourgeois democratic gov- 
ernments have beon Popular Front gov- 
ernmonts, sometning new and better, 
and hence now the Stalinists are right 
in supporting suc: capitalist sovern- 
ments. In answor to this we will 
prove that the several Popular Front 


governments that have existed in 
France to date are nothing but ordin- 


ary capitalist governments, that thoy 
have carried out al] the traditional 
reactionary policies of French impcri- 
alism and have brought ruin on the 
workers and peasants of France and her 
colonics. 


THE ULTRA-RIGHT ZIGZAG IN FRANCE AND ITS COLONIES 


A) The Ultra-Right Zigzag in France 


“> N FEBRUARY 6, 1934 the French 
fascists, followers of Count de la 
Rocque, pressed by France's internal 

difficulties and encouraged by the 
easy victory of the Nazis the year be- 


fore, undertook a "march on Paris." 
While not precisely a move to seize 
power, this demoastration was defin- 
itely intended to precipitate a polit— 


idal crisis, to frighten the workers 
invo submission and to encourags the 
bourgedisis into throwing their sup- 
port unreservedly benind the fascist 


movement. This bold show of 
strength by France's reactionaries, 
however, actod as a boomerang. Its 
results were tho exact opposite of 


what was expected. Six days later the 
workers of Paris poured into tho 
strests well over a million strong in 
an epoch making demonstration against 


fascism. This was a political general 
strike involving no economic domands. 


The Stalinist press reported: 


"On Monday, February 12, a t 
least 2,000,000 toilers took part 
in the general strike, among them bwb- 
ing the officials of all catsgor- 
ies including the teachers, who had 
never before taken part in a gener- 
al strike, and before all the post- 
al employcas. If the reform ist 
railway workers!’ union had not sab- 
Otagod the order to strike, the 
whole life of the country would 
have been at astandstill. Every 
where powerful street demonstra 
tions took place in which the call 
for Soviets was raised." (Inprecorr, 
March 1, 1934, page 332,) 


The fascists were confounded and the 
bourgeoisie terrified. The capitalist 
press was filled with wild ravings ab- 
out "revolution." Unfortunately, t he 
fears of the bourgeoisie were ground- 
less, for, while this powerful show of 
working-class militancy stopped the 


fascists for the moment, it was prev- 
ented from taking on genuine revolu- 
tionary features and was finally comp- 
letely dissipated. 


It was this proletarian upsurge, 
precipitating French capitalism into 
an intense crisis, and shaking it to 
its very roots, that Stalinism had to 


quell. A seizure of power by tne work- 
ers of Franco — the aimof every 
genuine revolutionary — would have 


electrified the entire world proletar- 
lat. Socialist revolution would have 
uprooted capitalism in the strongest 
country on the European continent, and 
would have sent an irresistible revol- 
utionary tide surging through Germany, 
Italy, Poland,Spain. The essified Sta 
linist clique in Moscow fishing for al- 
liances with fascists or for a bone 
from the "democracies" so as to insure 
its lucrative jobs, private homes,autos 
and its political privileges from the 
wrath of a new wave of proletarian re- 
volution, would have had to reckon 
with the might of an armed wo rking 
class in one or several of the most 
advanced countries in tho world. It 
was to crush such developments, and 
for no other reagon, that the Popular 
Front zigzag, "suiting" the mood of 
the masses disillusioned with ubtra 
leftism, has been introduced. 


The tactic of Popular Frontism is 
an 01d and simple one. Tho workers 
are told that to savo themselves from 
reaction they must throw all their 
support behind ths >bourgeois "democ- 
ratic" government. The slogan "Defend 
Democracy from Fascism," rejected by 
tho Stalinists as wo have seen for 
more than one year after the advent of 
fascism in Germany, suddenly becomos 
“absolutely correct." The fact that 
in practice this is nothing but sup-~ 
port of a capitalist governmont, with 
all its hideous consequences, is caro~ 
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fully concealed or camouflaged under a 
whirlwind of phrases about marching 
"through democracy to socialism." The 
basic Leninist axiom that a government 
of any nature whatever in an imperial- 
ist country is nothing but the agent 
of the imperialists and can act only 
against the interests of the proletar- 


iat, is denounced as counter-revolu- 
tionary. It is truly symbolical that 
Leon Blum, an old hand at betraying 


the workers, was the first Popular 
Front premier, coming into power on 
June 5, 1936 on the wave of militant 
but misled anti-fascist sentiment. 
Blum has béen practicing a sort of 
"Popular Frontism" for over + of a 
century for the same reason that the 
Stalinists practice it now,to dec- 
eivé the workers and drag them away 
from a revolutionary solution of their 
probloms. 


The Stalinist leaders were actu~ 
ally using Popular Frontism about a 
year before the hocus pocus of the 7th 
World Congress of the C.I. was execu- 
ted. The Stalinist rank and file, 
however, were told that the new line 
was “hammered out" at this jamboroe. 
Dimitroff, a willing tool, incantcd as 
follows: 


"And if in France the anti-fas— 
cist movemont leads-to the formation 
of a govornment which will carry on 
a real struggle against French fas- 
cism — not in word but in deed — 
will carry out the program of dem- 


ands of tho anti-fascist people's 
front, the Commnists, while rem 
a@ining the irreconcilable foes of 


every bourgeois government and sup-— 
porters of a Soviet government, 
will nevertheless, in the face of 
the growing fascist danger, be pre- 


pared to support such a govern 
ment." (G. Dimitroff, "Tho United 


Front Against Fascism and War," 
Seventh World Congress of the C.1I., 
August 2, 1935, pp. .43-44. Einphas- 
ie in tho original.) 


First observo tho mouninglessness of 
the self-contradictory sequence of 
thoughts: that, while remaining the 
"irreconcilable" foes of “every bourg- 
eois government," the Stalinists will 
nevertheless support a bourgeois gov-— 


ernment. That it was a bourgeois gov— 
ornmont which the Stalinists intended 
to support — despite the fact that 
the wily Dimitroff avoids poin ting 
this out specifically — subsequent 
events have all-too-abundantly shown. 
It is with windy gibberish such as 
this, designed to cover up the betray— 
al of a fundamental Leninist principle, 
never 40 support a bourgeois govern— 
mont in an imperialist country in any 
way whatever, that the Stalinists have 
succeeded in bamboozling the well- 
meaning followers in the ranks of 
their party. The term, "Soviet govern- 
ment" is of course thrown in as a fin~ 
al artistic touch, to lure the mind of 
the listening worker away from the 
real gist of this treachery, namely, 
the conscious intent to support the 
capitalists and their government. An- 
other point to be noticed is that Dim 
itroff can conceive of a bourgeois 
government which will fight fascism 
"not in word but in deed." This "in- 
novation," which involves the criminal 
promise that a bourgeois sovernment, 
"the executive committee of the ruling 
class" (Marx and Engels), will seri- 
ously fight tho most militant agents 
of that ruling class, the fascists, 
has boon the sacial-democrats! contri- 
bution to the victory of Hitler in 
Germany and Austria and the Stalin- 
ists' social-democrats', anarchists! 
and POUMists' contribution to the ever- 
increasing successes of Franco in Spain. 
his the Stalinists know and have re- 
peated over and over again’ 


“The moro the workers place 
their trust in legalism, in consti- 
tutionalism, in bourgegis democracy, 
the more they make sacrifices to 

save the existing regime as the 
"lesser evil" against the menace of 
Fascism, the hoavier become the 
capitalist attacks and the more ra 
pid the advance to Fascism. To- 
preach confidence in legalism, in 
constitutionalism, in bourgeois de- 
mecracy, that is, in the capitalist 
state, means to invite and to guar- 
anteo tho victory of Fascism." 
(Palme Dutt, "Fascism and Social 
Revolution," 1934, p.299. Our em 
phasis.) 


It should be émphasized here that no~ 
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where have vwe accused the Stalinists 
of not knowing Marxism They are pex~ 
fectly well acquainted with the teach— 
ings of Marx, Engels and Lenin «and 
with the experiences of the proletari- 
at in the modern ora. The Stalinists, 
in order to save their burocratic sys- 
tem from destruction by a new wave of 
revolutions are consciously acting so 
as “to invite and to guarantee the 
victory of Fascism." Tho Stalinists 
aro not making mistukes. It is the 
workers who are making the mistakes in 
following the Stalinists. 


The Blum government (June 5, 1936- 
June 21, 1937) acted as an introduc- 


tion to the dirty work that was to 
follow. Tho Blum government had come 
to power on the rising tide of anti- 
fascist sentiment as a result of an 


electoral block of the Stalinists, the 
social-democrats and the Radical Soc- 
lalists with their various stooge org- 
anizations playing second fiddle. The 
sociul-democrats and Radicul Social- 
ists formed ’the min stry with Blum as 
premior. Out of 6lo representatives 
in the Chamber of Deputies,the social- 
democrats had 149, the Radical Social-~ 
ists 111 and the Stalinists 7c. The 
remaining 285 Deputies were divided 
between the Center and Right. In this 
“domocratic" government, the Popular 
Front bloc with its 332 Deputies had a 
cloar-cut majority and ruled the roost 


so that there can be no doubt as to 
who was to blame for the villainy 
(mild in comparison to the achieve- 


ments of the subssquent Popular Front 
governments) —. which followod. 


The workers, deluded into believ- 
ing they had elected a government of 
their “owm," engaged in vast, indepon- 
dent, militant strike action which 
notted them cortain gains. The day 
after Blum formed his cabinet a New 
York Times hoadline startled America 
with the news that "1,000,Q00 Strikers 
in France Assured of Cabinet's Help." 
Tho strike wavo of this period scarod 
the wits out of the bourgooisie the 
world over. Of thess 1,000,000 strik- 
ers, 500,000 were in the Paris dist- 
rict, tho heart of proletarian Fr wmce. 
A momentary retreat on the part of the 
bourgeoisic and their government was 
imperative. What the cupitulists 


feared most was that the workers had 
gotten out of control of the reformist 
trade union leaders and were taking 
things into thoir own hands: 


"Workers whose claims were sot~ 
tlod last weak have gone on strike 
again. No one knows how far tre 
strike has spread and who will come 
Out next for this is an epideinic 
strike. The trade unions have not 


ordered it. They do not imow who 
is going to strike next. The whole 
situation is chaotic."  (Ne@# York 


Times, June 5, 1936.) 


The "epidemic" was of course the mili- 
tancy of the workers that came as a 
result of the leftward swing of the 
workers as reprasented by the elect6r— 
al successes Of the Popular’ Front 
bloc. In fact, a forty-hour week law 
witn a number of social benefits such 
as paid vacations was introduced into 
the Chamber of Deputies. Collective 
labor contracts wore also provided for. 
The bourgeoisie, knowine from long 
practice how to sidestep and manoaver, 


did not raise any objections. Even 
the Right reactionaries voted for the 
laws. "On no measure did the opposi- 


tdon muster more than seven votes." 
(New York Times, June 11, 1936.) The 
Capitulists were falling all over 
themselves tO please the workers. The 
Comite des Forges, the executive com 
Mittee of the French steel magnates, 
promised to apply the forty-hour week 
law even before it was  passod(New 
York Times, June 8, 1936): "All emp- 
loyers agreed not to punish workors 
for goinz on strike and promised to 
IMake wage increases effective as soon 


as the strikers returned to work." 
However, the capitalists had not gone 
completely crazy for in the same is- 


suc we learn: "The principlo of the 
Open shop was retained by mutual ag- 
reement." We emphasize strongly these 
apparent gains, for the workers were 
fooled by their leaders into taking 
this capitalist gonerosity seriously, 
which paralyzed the workers! initiative. 
In the furious counter-attack of the 
bourgeoisie which followed this momont- 
ary upsurge, the workers paid heavily 
for the reformist illusions which were 
instilled in them by the traitors they 


followed. 
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After the workers had been quiet- 
edsdown by some concessions and prom 
ises the Popular Front government set 
to work earnestly to get control of 
the situation. A compulsory arbitra- 
tion measure was proposed to forestall 
any future development of a strike 
wave such as that of the first half of 
1936. The Senate was particularly anx- 
ious to put this device over; but 
first the Chamber approved it by a 
vote of 438 to 130, with the Stalin 
ists supporting this reactionary mea~ 
sure: 


"The measure would oblige work- 
ers to submit disputes for arbitra~- 
tion before declaration of a strike, 
with a government appointed super- 


arbitrator delivering the final, 
obligatory verdict if conciliation 
failod." (New York Times, Decomber 


2, 1936. Our emphasis.) 

To compel “arbitration" before taking 
strike action is of course to rob tho 
workers of the initiative which is the 
all-important and invaluable clement 
of a strike, as the capitalists well 
know. Such strike-breaking action is 
the favorite day-dream of every boss, 
but while even the most despicahle of 
the governments which preceded the Po- 
pular Front ministry had not dared at- 
tempt such an assault upon the prolet- 
ariat, the Blum government, having be- 
hind it the misled confidence of the 
workers, took the bold stop. The Sen- 
ate composed in the main of extreme 
Rightists, was determined to push this 
vicious legislation through in its 
most virulent form. When it learned 
that the Blum government had taken un- 
Mistakable steps toward direct strike- 
breaking, the Senate relented some- 
what and "compromised": 


"The Cabinet for the first time 


ordered striking workers from the 
occupied factorios today in the food 
strike and its action enabled a com- 
promise in the Senate. On learning 
that the Cabinet had taken action 
to force compliance with an arbit- 
rator's decision, the Senato agrecd 
to compromise in the ¢ompulsory ar- 
bitrution bill which will now go on 
throuzgn Parliament without furthor 
obstruction." (N.Y.Times,Doc.31,1%6. 
Our omphasis) 


that the 


boing double-crossed Ly 
in tho promises made 


The same issue informs us 


workers were 
the capitalists 
po them in June: 


"The complaints of all are that 
the agreoments made in June have 
not been kept by the employors." 


By tho end of 1936 it had becomo the 
repular practice of the capitalists to 
sabotage all their agrocments. But 
the Popular Front Government never 
made the slightest attempt to stop 
this chicnnery, and as the Stalinists 
wero forced to admit, the bourgeoisie 
were still lords and masters of "demo- 
cratic” France: 


"The truth is that the 200 fam 
ilies, the lords and masters of the 
national economic system, have been 
given ample time since May and june 
1936, that is, a time when they 
could have been forced to disgorge, 
to avoid making the 'sacrifices! 
necessary for the life of tho na 
tion. The truth is that tho gov- 
ernment has neglected to bridle 
these reactionaries by fundamental~ 
ly altering the reactionary taxa~ 
tion system of France, as the Com- 
munist Party domanded." (Ingpecorr, 
March 13, 1937. Our emphasis. ) 


The Stalinist party's "demands" were a 
mere cloak for the illusion that under 
capitalist rule the capitalists can be 
"forced" to "disgzorge." The Stalinists 
did not tell the workers that such a 
process is contrary to the inherent, 


organic, inevitable and unavoidable 
nature of capitalist society. Instead, 
they bofuddled the workers with the 
poisonous lie that the capitalists 


were still blecding the masses because 
of "negloct" on the part of the cov— 
ornment. That the Popular Front gov- 
ornment as tha. agent of the capital- 
ists atded and abotted them in their 
assault on the living conditions of 
the workors was "discrotoly" hidden. 


Encouraged by the successful way 
in which the government had squelchod 
the striko wave, the Popular’ Front 
ministry, with Blum taking tho load, 
now proclaimed its notorious "pause" 
in expendituros for social benefits. 


S49 < 


Under the pretext that this was neces~ 
sary for the "stability of France," 
the government launched a campaign to 
cut appropriations for insurance, old 
age and sick tenefits to the workers. 
This evoked an outburst of approval 
from the bourgeoisie. The secretary 
Of the Stalinist party, Maurice Thorez, 
reports this on numerous occasions and 
it is officially recorded in tne Stal- 
inist press: 


"'T9 curb new expenditures is 
obviously not without value,'! 
writes M. Gignoux, president of the 
insolont Federation of French In- 
dustrialists, ‘and the government 
must be praised for its decision on 
this point) (Inprecorr, May 8, 
1937.) 


Let no one be fooled by tha croce- 
dile's tears from the Stalinists for 
they were vociferously supporting tho 
government in the Chambor of Deputics. 
To help the capitalists along, (just 
for a g00d measure, no doubt), the Po- 
pular Front government under Blum bog- 


an the process of sharply devaluing 
the france so as to boost priccs and, 
it goes without saying, tho cost of 


living of the masses. 


Preparation for imperialist wr 
is a primary activity of all imporial- 
ist governments, and the Popular Front 
government has never been lax in its 
duty to the imperialists. The Blum 
ministry undertook tho "nationaliza-~ 
tion" of the munitions industries and 
was enthusiastically seconded in this 
by the Stalinists. They were not al- 
ways sO enthusiastic about "national- 
ization" of industry under capitalism, 
however. When the Socialists in 1935 
wanted to make "nationalization" part 
of the “united: front" agr.c oe mon t, 
Thorez —. remember this was moro than 
two yoars after Hitler came to powor — 
uttered some powerful remarks at thom: 


"Your nationalization, your at- 
tempts at so-called 'socialization! 
arc a means of concentrating at the 
present stage all eloments of big 
capital, of strenzthening the 
bourgeois regime. The proposals 
you make and the points to which 


you aspire will hasten tho develop- 
period of crisis all 
your beautiful phrases about nat- 
ionalization cannot concsal the 
real help which you are rendering 
to capital, by your system of sub- 
sidios at the oxpense of the toil- 
ers." (M. Thorez, Tho Communi st. 
International, March 20, 193 5. 
page 245. Our emphasis.) 


When today the Stulinists aro suppert- 
ing the "nationalization" of the 
Frenca armament industry, they are 
econscicusly and deliberately engaging 
in action which will “hasten tho dev- 
elopment of the state toward fascism" 
to prevent proletarian revolution whon 
the crisis deepens. They are premedi- 
tatedly giving "real help" to capital 
“at the oxpense of the toiler s." 
There can be no particle of doubt that 
they are knowingly encouraging the 
"coordination" of tho state and of in- 
dustry for fascism and war. This 
"nationalization" ‘of “the war’ indust- 
ries, like all "socialization" under 
capitalism, was simply a grab on the 
public treasury by a scction of the 
dourgeoisio. Tho capitalist press is 
"surprised" that the roactionaries did 
not object to tis? 


"Tho stop was a dramatic one in 
tne 'sociclization of  industry,! 
yet its announcement met surpriz- 
ingly littlo opposition from the 
Right." (Now York Times, oditorial, 
June 20, 1937.) 


And small wonder! The terms advanced 
by tho Popular Front government were 
sO advantagoous that many smaller m- 
nitions producers came forward volun- 
tarily 4nd bogzed to be "socialized." 
The @ssonce of "socialization" under 
Capitalism is that .the government 
takes Over tho debts, liabilitio, and 
bad investments of the capitalists and 
Rives them in return some good, solid 
gZOvernmont bonds. While tho Stalinists 
and other traitors to tho proletariat 
rojoice in this step "throush democ- 
racy tO socialism," the real aim of 
this "nationalization" is plainly 
blurted out by the Popular Front war 
minister: 


"Nationalization of war arms 
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factories was....the best manner of 
preparing for industrial mobiliz- 
ation should war break out." (New 
York Times, July 17, 1936.) 


en imperialist war. 
World Congress 
Andre Marty, 

turnod Stalinist, 


At the Seventh 

of the Stalintern, 
a former revolutionist, 
explained that war 


is simply the continuation by violont 


The French militarists, in no way be- 
hind their American brethren, also 
have their M-Day Plan. 


By now the Stalinist support of 
French militarism, as is well know, 
is practically as automatic and re-— 
flexive as blinking one's eye. Never- 
theless, we may consider it in its 
earlier stages. They were among the 
first to propose the militarization of 
the French youth as the world was 
startled to learn in the fall of 1936: 


"A demand that France establish 
military training for its youth 
under conscription age and create 
a billion frane fund to finance the 
project was presented to the Milit- 
ary Affairs Committee by the Commun- 
ist Deputy, Marcel Gitton." (Ne w 
York Times, August 29, 1936. Our 
emphasise) 


At least 80% of the officers of the 
French army are members of the dela 
Rocque cutthroat bands, but to papul- 
arize the idea of increasing armaments 
in the drive toward war, the Stalin- 
ists began the policy of painting the 
military bywigs in rosy colors: 


"The Chamber's Cogmunist leader, 
Maurice Thorez, revealed a new tone 
in the attitude of the French Left- 
ists by praising tho army's chicfs." 
(New York Times, Aug. 26, 1936.) 


The Blum govornment hastened to show 
its faithfulness to the imperial ists 
by putting over a mumber of appropria~ 
tions for the army, all supportod by 
the Stalinistse 


We have already outlined in the 
first section the Stalinist opposition 
to military preparations by the French 
militarists for more than two yoars 
atter Hitler came to power. It is ne- 
cessary to make clear now that the 
Stalinists are perfectly aware of tho 
horror that any war by France would 
unleash on the workers. They know 
that imporialist Franco can fight only 


By supporting the 
tions of French imperialism, and s 0 
facilitating its 
the Stalinists 
ing the road for military dictatorskip 
which must necessarily como 
and which will rob the 
the gains won by a century of struggle 
and bloodshed: 


Yet Stalin and the 
allied to French imperialism not only 
support the military preparations of 


means of the peacetime politics of the 
ruling class, and that by an imperial- 
ist country, 
by the imperizlists, 
"guest for profits" can be waged: 


the land is ruled 
only a war in 


since 


"Lenin quoted this phrase of 
Clausowitz's: ‘War is the éontinu- 
ation of politics by other means.! 
Now, what cin tho policy of an im- 
perialist stute be? Evidontly the 
policy that is fixod by the only 
law ruling it, the law of the guest 
for profits, that is, the policy of 
imperialist expansion which fatally 
leads to armed conflict." (A. 
Marty, speech at the Seventh World 
Congress of the C.I. August 1935, 
page 81. Our omphasis.) 


military propara- 


entrance into war, 
are consciously clear- 


with war 
workers of all 


"War is necessarily military 
dictatorship over the whole country. 


Hence imperialist war would mean 
the destruction of the vestiges of 
democratic liberties, wherever they 
still exist; it would mean the sup- 
pression of the rights of associa- 
tion, of free assembly, of freedom 
for the labor press; already so roe- 
stricted. It would mean the des-— 
truction of all workers' organiza 
tions and a free field for the fas- 


cists. It would mean a tremendous 
increaso in the exploitation and 


Oppression of the working class, 
and requisitions at low prices in 
the countryside. It would be a re- 
gime of forced labor for tho colo- 
nial peoples." (Ib4d. p. 79. Our 
emphasis.) 


Soviet burocracy 


~ 2le 


shout from the housetops 
support French 


France but 
their willingness to 


imperialism +o win in wa Te 
Knowing that France can fight only an 
imperialist war which necessarily 


brings in military dictatorship and 
the "destruction of all workers’ org- 
anizations and a free field for the 
fascists," the Stalinist bupocrats in 
France blithely yodel the Marsellaise 
and teach the workers patriotism and 
love for “our" Frenen fatherland. The 
Stalinists advunce the slogan of "def- 
ending bourgeois democracy," which was 
correct when the bourgeoisie were rev-— 
olting against feudalism, to the pres- 
ent imperialist epoch when the bourg- 
eoisie is wiolly reactionary and uttex- 
ly incapable of any progressive action. 
The Stalinists, who have read Lenin 
from cover to cover, ara perfoctly a- 
that Lenin charactorized suc h 


ware 

tactics as trying to "compare yards 
with pounds": 

"To compare that ‘continuation 

of politics' which was a struggle 


against foudalism and absolutism — 
the politics of a bourgeoisie in 
its struggle for liborty — with 
this 'éontinuation of politics’ of 
a bourgeoisie which has become doec~ 
repit, i.e., imperialist, which 
has plundered the whole world and, 
being reactionary,forms an alliance 


with the feudal masters to crush 
the proletariat, means to compare 
yards with pounds." (V. I. Lenin, 


"T%e War and the Second Inter— 


national," pago 20.) 


In 1935, when the Hitler terror was 
already raging, Marty told the workers 
that they must fight against theo war 
budgets of all capitalist countries: 


"The Commhist Parties of all 
capitalist countrics must fight: 


against military expendituros (war 
budgets), for the recull of milit- 
ary forces from the colonies and 
mandated territories, aguinst mili- 
tarization of the youth, women and 
unemployed, against emergency dec- 
rees restricting bourgeois-democra~ 
tic liberties with the aim of prep- 
aring for war; against subsidizing 
the war industry und aguinst trad- 
ing in or transporting arms." (A. 


Marty, speoch at the Seventh World 
Congress of theo Communist Inter- 
national, August 1935, p. 46. Our 
emphasis. ) 


This of course was said to cover up 
tho swing to the ultra-risht zigzag 
which was then being perpetrated by 
the Kremlin clique. When today, Marty 
alone with tho rest of the Stalinist 
ruling gang supports the very moasures 
wiich ho formerly denounced his 
actions can be charactorizod only as 
conscious treachery to the proletariat. 
When Lenin termed such people reneg- 
ades and lackeys of the bourgeoisie it 
was Only because he had to confine 
himsolf to what was permissible in 
print. 


The French imperialists keep a 
sharp eye on all international devel- 
opments. In July 1936 the Spanish 
workors, spurred by the attempt of the 
Spanisn bourgeoisie to install fascism 
by means of a military putsch, undor- 
took to defend themselves from this 
attack and to crush fascism. The pol- 
icy of the Fronch Popular Front gov~ 
ernment from the very start was direct 
sabotage of these defensive actions of 
the workers. Tho French Popular Front 
government acted in such a way as to 
give Franco sufficient time and oppor- 
tunity to satuer his foress and stabi- 
lize his attack. The Stalinists, to- 
gether with the social-democrats and 
the fascists, supported this policy of 
the Frenen covernment. When Blum in- 
troduced a moasure to prohibit volun- 
teers for Spain, the Chamber of Depu- 
tics voted for it unanimously: 


"By a unanimous voto of 591, the 
Chamber of Deputics this afternoon 
mranted Promier Blum's sovornmont 
tho powers it asked to take any 
measures it might consider necos- 
sary tO prevent recruitins: or tran- 
sit of volunteers in French terri- 
tory for service in either of ths 
combatant forces in Spain. 

"The government's bill passed by 
the Chamber would punish French 
voluntesrs at the discretion of 
judges and impose fines of 10,000 
francs and prison sentences of six 
months or a year on persons involv- 
ed in the snlistment of voluntcers 


for Spain's war." 
January 16, 1937. Our emphasis.) 
In the Spanish issue, as in every oth- 
er, the Popular Front government of 
France acted in the interests of the 
imperialists. 


The Popular Front government nev— 
er does things by halves. Wh? le it 
was making it difficult and expensive 
for the Spanish workers to get a sup- 
ply of arms, it was liberally provid— 
ing reactionary powers witn war cred- 
its and munitions. In August 1936, 
General Rydz-Smigly, the "Fuehrer" of 
semi-fascist Poland arrived in Paris 
to arrango a $65,000,000 loan from the 
French imperialists to equip the Pol- 
ish army. (need we add that he got 
every penny he asked for?) Tho atti- 
tude of the Stalinists toward this 
criminality, however, is of special 
interest to use Maurice Thorez, the 
Stalinist chieftain, "Heiled" Ridz— 
Smigly with a joyous whoop: 


“Long Live Poland! This morning 
there arrived in Paris the General 
Rydz-Smigly, General Inspector of 
the Polish Army and the most import 
ant person of his country. General 
Rydz-Smigly was the disciple and 
fighting _companion of Marshal Pil- 
sudski the founder of the now inde- 
pendent Poland whd named him his 
successore...... The inner regime 
of Poland is rather distant from a 
liberal democracy and General Rydz- 
Smigly has at one time occupi ed 
Kiev and dofended Warsaw aga inst 
the Red Army. Nevertheless, we are 
not uneasy in addressing our groet— 
ings to France's emincht guest." (M. 
Thorez in 1'Humanité, August 3 0, 
1936. Our emphasis.) 


The unspeakable brutality of the Pol— 
ish semi-fascist regime which 
slaughters workers ard peasants and 
has ground 3%,000,000 Jews into the 
dirt is ‘palmed off as "rather dist— 
ant" from a liberal democracy. The 
Stalinists are not uneasy in sending 
grectings to Ry dz—Smigil y,the 
"disciple" of Pilsudski, a murderous 
scoundrel for whom the hatred of eyv— 
ery honest worker knows no bounds. 
It is indeed a far cry from the days 


ee 
(New York Times, 


when the revolutionary Red Army car- 
ried its banners to the very gates of 
Warsaw to the present when the Stali- 
nists grect a bourgeois cutthroat. 


So far we have confined ocurselv— 
es to the more heroic adventures of 
the first Popular Front government of 


Blum. "Littl&"-events, however, are 
often very revoaling. On March 16, 
1937 the fascists, encouraged by the 


anti-working class policies of the 
Popular Front government, had the in- 
solence to hold a rally in a moving 
picture house in Clichy, a solid pro- 
letarian district of the Paris region. 
The workers, onraged at this insult, 
gathered in thousands outside the 
building and demanded the removal of 
de la Rocque's gunmen. Whereupon the 
building was surrounded by a large 
cordon of polics armed to the gills 
who insisted on the "rights" of the 
fascists to free assemhly. When the 
workers refused to disperse, the pol-— 
ice opened a continuous fire into the 
densest portions of the gathering: 


"During a counter-—demonstration 
against a provocative mecting of 
the Croix de Feu in the industrial 
district of Clichy on March 16, 
the workers of the Paris suburt 
were shot down by the policy on 
the orders of certain commanding 
officors and some of the fascist 
elements. Five young proletarians 
fell, and during the repeated 
shootings more than 200 were wound— 
ed, includimg some 50 who were 
seriously injured." (Inprecorr, 
March 27, 1937, p. 333.) 


As is well know, the police of France 
are a highly centralized body, all of 

whose important actions and most nina 
ones are directly engineered from the 

central. office in Paris. There need 

be no doubt that responsibility for 

the protection of the fascists afford- 
ed by the police and the wholesale 

shooting of workers is to be attribut-— 
ed to the central government. It is 

thus that the Popular Frong government 
"defends democracy from fascism"! 


By June 1937 the Blum government 
had outlived its usefulness to the 
capital ists and signs were in the off- 
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ing that the “lords and masters" were 
going to kick it dowmstairs. Blum 
tried to save himself for the moment 
by demanding decree powers to issue a 
large mumber of taxes many of which 
were to be of an "indirect" nature, 
which is to say that they were to be a 
direct tax on the basic living necess-— 
ities of the masses. The Stalinists 
had to do a great deal of faco-saving 
and breast-bdoating. At first they 
pretended that they would opposo the 
government 


"The Communist Party, which has 
73 votes, flatly announced it:would 
refuse to vote for the proposal to 
increase surtaxes which the big 
business interests demanded." -(Daily 
Worker, June 6, 1937.) 


The Stalinists "insisted" that Blum 
relinquish his proposal to tax the 
workers if he wanted Communist Party 
support, but Blum, who knows his Stal- 
inists, staunchly rofused. ne Man— 
chester Guardian Weekly, a libera l 
capitalist paper, remarks: 


"Actually it seems that the Com 
munists were trying to bluff the 
Blum government into making them 

some last-minute concessions. 

"This bluff apparontly failed, 
for Blum does not seem to haye sur~ 
rendered much to them — if any- 
thing." (Juno 18, 1937.) 


In fact, after their sham opposition, 
the Stalisists sold out to Bium on all 


points. Though the workers have not 
as yet seven tarough the Stalinist 
fraud, the capitalists have no illus- 


ions on the mattcr. Commenting on the 
Stalinist “opposition” to the Ponular 
Front's reactionary tax proposals, the 
Manchester Guardian Woekly,—(incident~ 
ally, this papor is entirely sympathd- 
ic tc Popular Frontism),— romarks: 


"And* so it all proved to be a 
false aldrm. Worse, it was like a 
colossal practical joke." (June 18, 
1937.) 


The upshot of the whole affair vas 
that the Blum ministry was ousted by 
the_ Senate, so that that stronghold of 
French fascism was enabled for the. mo~ 


mont to appear asa "“friond of the 


masses." 


Camille Chautomps,well-know for 
nis faithfulness to French financiers, 
formed a new cabinet on June 22, 1937, 
consisting of Radical Socialists in 
dominant positions with a few ministe- 
ia] positions given to tho social- 
democrats. This markedly reactionary | 
swing was trumpetod by tho Stalinists 
and thoir henchmon as holding now pos- 
sibilities for improvemonte The New 
York Timos quoted the Stalinist, ,Maur- 
ico Thorez, and tho right-wing trade 
unionist, Leon Jovuhaux, as follows: 


"A change in loadership might 
even give a bettor chance of accom- 
plishing reforms, they asserted. 
With the Radical Socialists in the 
saddle they will have to take res- 
ponsibility instead of always 
preaching caution, and the workers 
should give thom a fair _show." 
(June 25, 1937. Our omphasis.) 


Here we have a clear instanco of the 
tactics of the Stalinists which are 
rapidly leading France to fascism. 
Teaching the workers to give the Radi- 
cal Socialists, the party of big capi- 
tal which for decades has managed to 
lead the petty-bourgeois masses by the 
nose, "a fair show" instcad of ruth- 
lessly exposing these swindling boot-— 
lickers of the bankers, the Stalinists 
rob the workers of their class vigil~ 
ance and open the way for the heavier 


“capitalist attacks" of wiich the 
learned Mr. Palme Dutt spoke. The New 
York Times further comments that the 


thousands of workers listoning t 0 
Thorez and Jouhaux in the Place do la 
Nation reacted with scant enthusiasm: 


"The auditors responded to these 
arguments with little enthusiasm, 
but dispersed without any sigens-of 
protest, which would indicate that 
the masses are reconcilod but not 
over joyed with the turn in politic- 
al events." (June 25, 1937.) 


That the masses were rapidly being 
"reconciled" to their doom was of 
course a triumph for the Stalinist 


scnemes, for no better way cxists of 
drawing the workers off tho rovclu- 
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tionary path than to teach thom te 
collavcrate with their class enemy, +6 
give <hoir oppressors a "fair snow." 
lo carry their treachery a step furth~ 
er, the Stalinists proposed that they 
te included in the Chautemps ministry: 
"Tae most important new tactic was the 
proposal of the Communist Party to be 
jnctuded in the cabinet." (H. Gannes, 
Daiiy Worker, June 24, 1937.) In pre~ 
vious days, the Stalinists had care- 
fully concealed from their followers 
the fact that they were prepared actu- 
ally to participate in a capitalist 
governments Thorez, describing the 
Stasinist attitude toward a government 
in which socia]l-democrats participate 
and wiich performs "“anti-fascist" 
acts, wrote: 


"As regards the participation of 
Communists in such a government, 
can tnere be two opinions on this 
question? We calmly answer tha t 
the participation of Cormnists in 
such a government is out of the 
question. There can be no partici- 
pation whatever in such a govern-— 
ment within tne bounds of capital- 
ism." (Commnist Internation al, 
March 20, *1935 ;p.!'2456) 


The soOcial-democratic leaders, old 
hands at knifing the workers in the 
back, were also very anxious to have 
the Stalinists participate in Chau- 
temps Popular Front government: 


"Nevertheless, a strong volume 
of opinion exists within the party, 
especially in the provinces, that. 
participation in a Radical~led min- 
istry should be made conditional on 
the Communists' also taking part. 
Advocates of this policy argue that 
in “competitions ons, the! votes 
of she workers the Socialists 
would be at a heavy disadvantage if 
the Communists were free to criti- 
cize the acts of the government 
witaout assuming any responsibility 
for them." (New York Herald Tri- 
bune, June 22,1937. Our emphasis.) 


The social—democrats, like the Stalin- 
the new Popular Front government would 
be viciously anti-working class in na~ 
ture. to cover up more effectively 


their own treachery, the social—democ-— 
ratic leaders wanted the Stalinists 
also to be in the government. Was 
thero ever a clearer case of the poli- 
tical criminality of the leaders of 
both soéial-democracy and Stalinism! 


Like the social-—democrats, the 
Stalinists were .perfectly aware that 
the government had moved to the right: 


"The Communists were disappoint— 
ed that the government had veered 
to the right instead of to the loft, 
but did not oppose the new rogimo." 
(Report on the session of the Poli- 
tical Buro of the Communist Party 
of France held on June 24, 1937, 
Daily Worker, June 26, 1937. Our 
emphasis.) 


As we see, however, the steady march 
of the Popular Front government to the 
right did not prevent the Stalinists 
from supporting it. 


The first thing Chautemps demand- 
ed was decreo powers to squeeze more 
taxes out of the workers. The Stalin- 
ists and social-democrats voted for 
these powers. The first “act of the 
new government was to devalue the 
franc again and issue “indirect" taxes 
on the living necessities of the mass— 
ese The Stalinists lmew in advance 
that Chautemps intended to hit the 
workers. Speaking of the proposed 
taxes, a Daily Worker dispatch from 
Paris (July 1, 1937) says: "These 
taxes would bear down on the masses of 
the people, one, an increase in rail 
road tariffs, particularly harming the 
peasantry." (Note the conditional 
future tense used in the above, "would 
bear down," for this was said a few 
days before the new tax law was actu~ 
ally passed.) The liberal press, sym. 
pathetic to Popular Frontism, was 


forced bo bemoan the havoc it was 
causing: 
"The working class is feeling 


rather bitter, but too discourzscd 
to react in any sharp way, though 
it may become troublesome wher. tro 
new indirect taxation is intiosuced. 

“Once more the small renticr ana 
the taxpayer will have to pay a 
heavy price for the inability of 


French statesmen to set the nation 
al financed on a sound d secure 
basis." (Manchester Guardian Week 
ty, duly°2, 1937.) 


It goes without saying that to our 
liiberal "friends" any revolt of the 
workers against their oppressors is 
very "troublesome." As regards such 
people only one thing can be said: 
Protect us from our friends; we can 
take care of our enemies ourselves. 
The eapitalist press gives a juicy 


description of the new taxes: 


"The new taxes are many and 
varied, including an increase in 
income taxes, railway fares and 
levies on gasoline, matches and to- 
bacco. The tax on incomes above 
20,000 francs ($772) is increased 
by 20% making it now 28%, with tne 
increase applying to incomes earned 
in 1937." (New York Herald Tribuno, 
July 9, 1937.) 


Cutting social expenditures and 
increasing the military budget became 
& popular (front) pastime? 


"Every major item of the budget 
was slashed except that for nation~ 
al defense. Defense Minister Edou- 
ard Daladier insisted on and got an 
additional defense appropriation of 
11,000,000,000 francs (about 
$471,675,000: on tho basis of the 
current exchange). 


“Although the details of the de- 
crees were not revealed, it was un- 
officially learned that spending 
for public works would be cut about 
3,400,000,000 francs ($127,245,000). 


(United Press report in the New 
York Post, July 20, 1937. Our 
emphasis.) 


Finance Minister Georgos Bonnet proud- 
ly sets forth how ho slashed the needs 
of the workers: 


"I was obliged to reduce expendi- 
tures 
First I made reductions in civil 
expenses, notably in the public 
works program, entailing 
20,000,000,000 francs over a poriod 
of four yoars." (Bonnot's state- 


in considerable proportions. 


ment reported in New York Times, 
July 28, 1937.) 


A further sign of the plans of 
the bourgeoisis to intensify their ex- 
ploitation of the French workers is M. 
Bonnet's suggestion that they speed up 
thoir work: 


"After two months! experience as 
Minister of Finance of the French 
Republic, Goorges Bonnet has reach- 
ed the conclusion that 'financial 
rocovery and the success of tho im 
portant social reforms recently set 
up cannot be maintained without 
parallel recovery of economic acti- 
vity.' 

"That somewhat involved official 
phrase simply means that the heavy 
taxation for social and other pur- 
poses and the short hours of labor 
cannot be paid for oxcept by harder 
work by thoss who bonefit. 

"It is especially hecessary to 
increase workers!’ output, for thore 
is .no groat roserve of man 
power." (Naw York Times, July 28, 
1937, Our omphasis,) 


Without strike-breaking no capit- 
alist government can maintain its 
solf-respect. In October 1967, Chau- 
temps and Bonnet began to sound sharp 
warnings that they intended to end 
strikes by hook or crooks 


"Premier Camille Chautemps and 
Finance Minister Georges Bonnet are 
ingistent that the first step to- 
ward the nation's financial and ec- 
onomic security must be that there 
can be no more sgstay-in strikes. 
The second is the domand that there 
must be some modification of the 
forty-hour week law in its applic- 
ation if not in its legality." 
(Now York Times, Oct. 2, 1937. Our 
emphasis.) 


These gentlemen in the samo press re- 
lease make clear the attitude of the 
Popular Front govornment on independ- 
ent action by the workors: "No longer 
will it tolerate occupations of the 
factories" (Ibid.). In delight, the 
editorial department of the Now York 
Times,showing that it has no illusions 
about the Stalinists or the social-~ 
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democrats, commented: 


"The significance of the present 


change of course lies in the fact 
that it is the Left parties them 
selves that agree to turn right." 


(Editorial, New York Times, October 
Se 1587.) 


One of the pretenses of Stalinist 
Popular Frontism is that it will bring 
the pnetty-oourgeois masses who have 
been deceived into following the Radi- 
cal Socialist leaders over to the Left. 
In actuality the effect of Popular 
Frontism has been to strengthen the 
bourgeois Radical Socialist party. As 
early as May 1936, Daladier; shrewd 
and capable. wire-puller of the Radical 
Socialist outfit, realized that Popul- 
a. Erontism saved the Radical Social- 
ist Party from disintegration: 


"I am convinced that if the 
French Radical Party had not joined 
the People's Front, its losses in 
the elections would have besn even 
more seriouss" (1'Oeuvre, May 16, 
1936.) 


Indeed, prior to the formation of the 

Popular Front large sections of the 

potty-bourgeoisie were passing over or 

ready to pass over to support of the 

social~democrats and Stalinists; and 
if the Radical Socialist leaders had 
not tagged themselves on to the bloc 

with these parties so as to benefit by 
their prestige amongst the masses, the 

losses of the Radical Socialists would 
certainly have been “even more 

serious." After 17 months of Popular 

Front governments on Octebor 10, 1937, 

cantonal elections showed a marked 
swing away from the Stalinists and 
social—democrats and toward tho Radic- 

al Socialists. By means of political 

horse-trading in doubtful districts, 

the social-democrats managed to gain 
5 seats and the Stalinists one seat in 
the Chamber of Deputies. In numbers 
of votes, however, comparing this ele 
ection with tho general election of 
1936, the Stalinists lost 45,292 votes, 
the social-democrats lost 78,007 voter 

and the Radical Socialists gained 
215,678 votes (N. Y. Times, Oct. lez, 

1937). The bourgeois press aptly com 

ments on these elections: 


"The Chamber of Deputies shows 
no change, but the Radical Sociale 


ist authority has been reinforcad 
among tho majority and it seems 
likely that henceforth the Cabinet 


and its program will go forward 
without undvo obstruction." (New 
York Times, October 18, 1957. Our 
empnasis. 


The bourgeoisie have by now taken for 
granted that the Stalinists and 
social—democrats will work hand in 
glove with Chautemps and offer no “un- 
due obstruction" to his assaults on 
the workers. The Stalinists were ap-— 
parently satisfied with these rosults 
and on November 26, 1937 they gave the 
Chautemps government a vote of confid- 
ence, explaining as usual that in 
voting for Chautemps they were not 
voting for Cnaukemps but against "re- 
action" s 


"At 5 o'clock this morning Prem- 
ier Camille Chautemps obtained from 
the Chambor of Deputies a 518-to-6 


vote of confidence that secms to 
assure the Cabinet's life against 
nearly all emergencies until the 
Qudget is passed and the new year 
DOPING ester 


"Thoir leader, (1.0. the stalin- 
ist deputy: our comment), Jacques 
Duclos carefully explained that 
they were not really voting for the 
Government but against reaction." 
(New York Times, Nov. 26, 1937.) 


Apparently, to the Stalinist parlia-. 
mentarian juggler, Jacques Duclos, the 
Chautemps anslaught on the workers 
does not constitute "reaction." But 
Chautemps was going to leave-no room 
in anyoody's mind as to whethor his 
government was reactionary or not, for 
he soon introduced the unoriginal but 
highly effective practice of breaking 
workers! strikes by the use of sol- 
diors. The steep rise in the cost of 
living had forced the truck drivers, 
subway, gas, electricity and water 
workers to go out on strike. Tho Pop-~ 
Mlar Front Government was quick to 
bare its claws: "Troops have been 
galled in to doliver parishables" 
(New Yorx Times, December 29, 1937). 
This breaking of the truck drivers! 
strike by troOps aroused the resent- 
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ment of the utilities workers: 


"The fact that the government is 
using soldiers as strikepreakers 
and tous cCefeating the truck driv— 
ers walk-out is held to be an un- 
derlying cause of the utilities 
strike." (New York Times, December 
31, 1937.) 


The Porular Front government intensi- 
fied its strike~preaking: 


"To assure continuance of public 
services, especially watsr and el- 
ectric light and power supplies, 
several detachments of sailors were 
being brought from seaports, and it 
was understood recourse would bs 
had to Polytechnic students and 
other qualified voluntoers." (Ibid.) 


The Popular Front government hac a 
broad view of the situation and decid 
ed to put tho entire Paris region m— 
der military guard: 


"During the day the government 
instructed General Victor Bouret, 
commander of the military rogion of 
Paris. to hold .1000 soldiers -in 
readinoss to take over tho public 
sorvices on word from Defenss 
Minister Edouard Daladicr. 

"Mobile Guard reinforcements 
were moved into Paris and troops in 
the cayital were consigned to bar- 
racks." (Ibid.) 


Trus the Popular Front government, 
which is nothing but tne government of 
French finance capital, is using the 
"People's Army," which is nothing but 
tho armod instrument of the bourgoois 
state, to crush the workers resistance 
to oppression. Only a little over 
two years bofore, the Stalinist "Daily 
Worker" was blinding tho proletariat 
to the reactionary nature of the 
French army by giving the impression 
that this army will not be used 
against the French masses: | 


"France now has the largest 
standing army in Europe. It is a 
conscript army of young peasant 


boys with fresh naive faces, just 
up frou the provinces. Thoy were 
the least militaristic soldiers I 


have knowm -— no swagger or tugh- 
ness, just boys in uniforms, sons 
of the people. The fascists will 
not easily turn this army against 
the people." (Michael Gold, Daily 
Worker, August 29, 1935.) 


With statements such as this the Stal- 
inists aro concealing the lLeninist 
truth that a capitalist army, regard~ 
less of its composition, is used only 
in tho interests of the caritalis%s, 
Reality, giving the lic to the Stulin- 
ists, teaches that it is not nocessary 
for the I'rench imporidlists to have 
fascism to use their army against the 
masses. The dictatorship of the im 
perialists through bourgeois "democra- 
cy" fundamentally is not different 


from thoir rule under fascism. The 
capitalist army under any form of 
bourgeois rule whatever se#ves only 


the interests of the bourgcoisic. 


To. deave no loophole open in 
this vidlent crushing of the new 
strike wave, the government decided to 
hold tao threat of mobilization into 
tne army over the workers to tcrrorize 


them into abandoning their plans for 
the strike: 

"“Aftor a. long Cabinct mecting 

Ministers told newspaperrncn that 


the Government kad decided to 
'forco! the public sorvice workers 
by mobilizing them into the army, 
unless it wos agreed to call off 
the strike." (Ibia.) 


The workers having been thoroughly 
smashec, the Popular Front government 
decided to round the year off in grand 
style. With brutal cynicism tho cani- 
talist press reports a "new yoar gift" 
from tho,, Popular Frent government to 
the working class: 


"In general, as a New Year gift 
to the nation, Parliament and the 
municigal autnorities of Paris have 


undoubtedly added a considerable 
increase in everybody's daily ox 
peniituras. Simultancously with 


the increase in rent there will be 
ah increase in city taxes. Several 
national taxos have becn increased 
in an unobtrusive but nevertheless 
effective way. 


Se ow 


"There is a 23% increase in tax- 
ation on certain categories of cin- 
ema theatres. Bus and subway fares 
have been increased." (New York 
Times, Jan. 1, 1938. Our empnasis.) 


It is hardly necessary to add any com 
ment to this manifestation of the 
"struggle" by the Stalinist concocted 
Popular Front government against the 
"200 families" of France. 


After its glorious reign, the 
second Popular Front government re~ 
gigned on Jan. 14, 1938 to give way to 
a government further to the right. 
After an unsuccessful series of mancu- 
vers by Bonnet, Sarraut and Blum to 
form a new government, Chautemps again 
formed a Cabinet consisting this time 
wholly of right-wingers of the Radical 
Socialist Party and its dependent org- 


amizations. Not even the social-demoe~ 
rats were given their thirty picces 
Of silver, thiststimo. Ateo first the 


Stalinists pretended they would oppose 
Chautemps! new and more reactionary 
government: 


"The Socialists disagreed 
amongst themselves on the question, 
while the Communists with 73 votes 
in the Chamber of Deputies publish- 
ed a manifesto announcing that tney 
would oppose Chautemps cabinet when 
ho asks for a voto of confidences in 
the Chamber of Deputics, probably 
Friday." (Daily Worker, January 19, 
}938.) 


But when put to the test, the Stalin- 
ist false-front was dropped and 


"Chautemps Backed by Chamber 
501-1 

"The Commnists and the moder- 

atos joined the Radical Socialists 

and Socialists in supporting the 

government." (Headline and comment, 

New York Times, Jan.22, 1938. 


Tne -career of the third Popular 
Front governmont was short but up- 
roarious. Its chief contribution to 
the interests of the bourgeoisie was 
the passage of a new and startlingly 
vicious compulsory arbitaation law 
providing for “penal sanctions" ag. 
ainst tyo workors if they revolted ag- 


e@inst government decrees. The law 
stated that "if an arbitral sentence 
has been handed down and not executed, 
penal sanctions would be taken against 
those sasking to. vent liber 
Miendien (WSS TSE timeectat eet 
1938). Blockade of factories by piék- 
et lines ("seeking to prevent liberty 
of work") and sit-in strikes ("occup- 
ation of workshops"), the highly ef- 
fective tactics of the proletariat in 
strike action, were thus made directly 
punishable by law. Arbitration, com 
pulsory prior to taking a strike vote, 
is, of course, performed in France, as 
in all capitalist countrics, by com- 
mtttéesas consisting of capitalist boot— 
lickers in the government, leading 
capitalists themselves and reformist 
trade union leaders long adcpt at 
selling out the workers who trust theme 
If tho workers try to break through 
the "arbitration" they get from these 
swindlers, they are to be hit by "pen- 
al sanctions." The capitalist press 
jubilantly comments on this decree 
that "it provides a test for the claim 
often advanced by the employers that 
strike movements are frequently induc- 
ed by a minority of agitators against 
the desires of a majority of the work— 
ers, and that they are fomented and 
pusned quite often, tog, by porsons 
who are not even employed by th2 fact-— 
ories in which the strikes take place" 
(N.Y.Times, Jan. 28, 1938.—our ompha- 
sis). That these typical and well- 
known lies of the bosses will te 


"proved" truce by this “test goes 
without saying. The Popular Front 


government will see to that! 


On March 11, 1938, Chautemps re- 
signed again to make room for an even 
more reactionary gtwernment. Daladiecr, 
the wily connivor who as "dsfcense" 
ministor whipped up tho armamen t 
schemes of the French war mongers in 
the three previous Popular Front gov— 
ernments, formed the new government. 
This ministry consisted at the time 
of the present writing (Sopt. 1938) of 
Radical Socialists and people from the 
Center and Right wings of parliament. 
Duladicr's basic aim was to get decree 
powers. sO as tO rulo without even the 
sham "interference" of the parlia- 
mentary fossils who compose the "demo- 
cratic" government of the French Re~ 
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public. It was especially in finan- 
cial matters that Daladier wanted dic- 
tatorial powers, for France's drive 
toward war demands an unlimited and 
decisive attack on the living condi- 
tions and political rights of the 
workers. From now on everything is to 
be sacrificed to the military machine. 
Daladier asked for decree powers for 
three morths but, since Parliament was 
not to meet again until the Fall éf 


this year, he actually has about seven 
months of a completely free hand to 
carry out the machinations of the 
capitalists. 


As usual at first the Stalinists 
pretended that they would’ oppose the 
establishment of this pre-fascist in- 
terlude, but when the final test uas 
put to thom, they supported Daladier 


abel his demand for dictatorial POWEL Se 
The vote for Daladier in thé Chamber 


of Deputies was 508 to 12, the whole 
Stalinist fraction voting’ for the 
decree powers: "The Communists vot ed 
for it, even for its special powers, for 
reasons of their om." (P. J. Philip 
in the New York Times, April 13, 1938.) 


The first financial step of the 
decree government was to establish a 
war fund of 3%5,000,000,000 francs to 
be raised by taxes and loans, that is, 
by bleeding the workers and peasants 
and fattening the bankers by paying 
them interest on thé war loans. War 
production was to be encotiraged under 
the guise of "stimulating récovery." 
Taxes on industry were to dé reduced, 
a capital levy on industry was declar- 
ed contrary to the interests of the 


"country" and all taxes were to be 
raised by BS. Even the capitalist 
press in America was, saartled by the 


hair-raising avalanche unleashed by 
the fourth Popular Front government on 
the already gasping proletariat: 


"To the average Frenchman the 
greatest shock of all was the 8% 
hike in income and all other direct 
taxes. The increase, however, 
strikes all hidden taxes as well." 
(N. Y. Times, May 3, 1938.) 


The greatest problem of the Daladier 
decree government is to crush any pos- 
sibility of a protest strike wave to 
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wips out all vestiges of the forty- 
hour wock and other social benefits. 
the workers are +o bo chained by tho 
tactic of mobilizing them in the army, 
a measure whose value was proved by 
the second Popular Front government: 


"Deputies considered tho Prem 
ior's statement as a warning that 
ne would mobilizo strikers and send ° 


them back tO work as soldicrs of the 
French army," with a *steras “that 
would make quitting aqvivalcnt to 
desertion. M. Daladier appcaled to 


the patriotism of the strikers, urg- 
ing them to trust the governm ent." 
Cs Xs Times, April 13, 1938. ) 


Consider the effrontery of this scoun- 
drel! ‘After threamening the workers 
to force them. to toil under the guns 
of army officors with a desertion 
charge hanging over their head, Ke ap- 
peals to their "patriotism"! It was 
not for nothing that Marx and Engels 
said "Tho workers have no fathorland" 
and denounced the "patriotism" which 
is nothing tt slavery under the heel 
of capitalism. Although this prin — 
ciple of Marx's is perfectly well 
known tO Thorez, Cachin and luclos, 
they continued to support Laladier. By 
september 1938, capitalist reaction in 
France made s0 much progrées and so 
strengthened itself that Da:adier was 
actually in a position to carry out in 
practice his threat to mobiliue strik-: 
ers in tho army. In the port of Mar 
seille the dockers refused to work cv 


ertime “in violation of the forty.-hour 
law,. especially in view of the fact 
that the employers were refusing to 
make any wage increases in compensa 


tion for the sacrifices demanded of 
the workers. Hence, at first African 
troops » were used by the Popular Front 
government: to broak the strike and 
terrorize the workers: 


"Senegalese soldiers marched in~ 
to the Marseille dock district to- 
day and unloaded ship cargoes that 
stevedores, on their usual weekend 
strike, refused to touche 
. "This was the answer of Premier 
Edouard Daladier's government to 
the stalemate betwoen the dockvork- 
ers,. who have refused to work more 
than fortv hours a weck, and to 
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their employers, who have refused 
to increase wages." (New York Times, 
August 22, 1938.) 


This was not considered sufficient to 
handle the situation for soon  there- 
after the entire city of Marseille was 
put under military rule to further the 
repression of the strikers: 


"The government's action putting 
Marseille under military rule fol- 
lowed weeks of fruitless efforts by 
Premier Hdouard Daladier to get 
tac dock workers to load and unload 
ships on Sunday — which thoy refus- 
ed to do because of their 40-hour 
woek." (N.Y.Ptmes, Sept. 7, 1937.) 


And finally, to complete this violent 
smashing of the dockers! strike, the 
Popular Front government issvod an or- 
der mobilizing them into tho army, thus 
Carrying out tho threat Dalddier made 
against the workors in April. 


"At 2 P.M. tomorrow dock workers 
of Frenck nationality in the port 
of Marssills will be called into 
military service as the result of 
government ordors to break the 
dockors' strike. 

"This is the first move of this 
kind to oe made by the French gov- 
ernment since Aristide Briand, be- 
fore the war, mobilized railr oad 
men to break up a french railroad 
strike." (N.Y.Times, Sept. 8, 1938, ) 


The success of the capitalists in 
driving France to the right  tarough 
their Popular front government has en~ 
couraged them to attack the living 
conditions of the workers from every 
possible angle. The forty~hour week 
law, usually called the "keystone" of 
the "gains" made by the workers in 
1956, is to be thrown overboard. Tak- 
ing advantage of the war hystoria 
whipped up by the French imperialists 
(with the help of their British and 
Germar. colleagues) over the Czochoslo- 
vakian crisis,—- a hystcria whose only 
purpose is to cover up the cooperation 
of the French and British imperialists 
with the German in strengthening Gor- 
man fascism - Daladiier officially pro- 
nounced the intention of the popular 
Front government to force the workers 


to toil longer hours The pretext 
given for this new assault of the cap- 
italists against the workers is that 
"France" mst be "defended" against 
foroign threats: 


"As long as the international 
situation remains as delicate as it 
is," hé declared, “our national de- 
fense industries must work at least 
forty-eight hours and all otner in- 
dustries, must, without long form- 
alities or tedious discussions, > e 
ablso to increase their working 
hours in accordanco with their 
necds." (N.Y.Timos, Aug. 22, 1938.) 


In accordance with their demagogic 
practice, the Stalinists at first pro- 
tended to oppose this action of Dala~ 
dier's. During the course of this 
"opposition," the Stalinists made some 
valuables admissions, especially to the 
effect that the excuse of Daladicr's 
that "France must be dofonded" is a 
frauc pure and simple. The Stalinists 
cloarly stated that the attack on the 
forty-nour wesk is nothing but en at- 
tack on tho French workers and an aid 
to international raaction in gencral: 


“Premier Edouard Daladisr of 
Srance put his foot in it when he 
sought to palm off, as his groatest 
‘motive! in assailing the 40-hour 
week law, the strengthening of 
France$s ability to dofend nersolf 
against fascist war threats. 

"Who can refute t2zis fact: that 
it is precisoly thoso ready to sell 
France to her fascist enemies, the 
200 rich families, who have been 
loudest in their praise of Dala- 
dier's attack on this fundamental 
achievement of ti.e Ponular Front of 
France." (Editorial, Daily Worker, 
August 25, 1938.) 


And again: 


“Whatover his excuse, Daladier's 
effensive against the keystone of 
the Popular Front social aciieve~ 
ments would serve to strengthen the 
200 rich mugnates in Franco, tho 
maneuvers of Gencoral Franco and 
Chamberlain in Spain, thus helping 
Mussolini and Hitler on their pres~ 
ont war throats and mocvilization." 
(H.Gannes,Daily Worker ,Aug.23,1938) 


This fake Stalinist "opposition"™-soon 
collapsed in practice though in words 
thers is still much howling from this 
carp. Ir ccntemptuous language the 
capitalist press reports that the ex- 
tremo "Left" parties are ready to ac- 
cept Daladier's proposals: 


‘their retweat witu vi- 
gorous protests about the 'intan- 
gibility' af the forty-hour and 
other social laws -and then adding a 
covering phrase about the necessity 
of assuring national defense and 
independence, thé extreme Left par- 
ties today began the task of ac- 
eepting Premier Daladier's propos+ 
als for modification of the fortv= 
hour week." (New York Times, Aug- 
ust 25, 1938.) 


-"Covering 


This is confirmed by a ctauviously 
worded dispatch on the same day to the 
Daily Worker. The delegation of the 
National Committee of the French Peop- 
le's Front (which includes the Stalin. 
ists) Sent to Daladior makes ¢leatr 
_that it will play hand-in glove’ with 
him to "strengthen: national defenses 


"The delegation, however, will 
reaffirm to Daladier tho readiness 
of tncir groups to do everything 
necessary td strengthen the nation- 
al defense,. a position adopted long 


before Daladier's Térx—promo tre d 
specch." (Daily Worker August 26, 
1938.) 


Thus tre Staliriigts, while en the one 
hand declaring that — talk 
aoout aorogating the forty-hour weck 
law for “national defense" is sheor 
donagosy and an aid to reaction, are 
on the other hand actually helping him 
to carry out tuis treachery. A compa~ 
rison of the headlines of. the canital- 
ist and Stalinist: press on this colla- 
boration of tho partics of tne Popular 
Front witn Daladier in the attack on 
the ferty-hour. law throws an interest- 
ing sidelickt on the outright lying of 
the, Stalinists. The abdovo’ quoted dis- 
paten (3/26/38) from the Wew York 
Times has the correct headline-"French 
Left Fields On. 40-Hour Week"; the 

Daily Worker's dispatéh (same date) 
woich aotuelly oarried thd same infor-- 
mation gn the treachery of the Porular. 


Front has the false headline "French 
People's Front Stands By 40-Hour Law." 
In this way by the use of chicanery of 
the crudest sort the Stalinist swind- 
lers throw dust in the eyes of their 
trusting victims. 


The reformist trade union leaders, 
of course, are Actively participating 
in this soll-out to the capitalists. . 
Under Daladicr's pretext of "dofonding 
France,"- the xeformists have ccensist-— 
entiy overlookéd and cordored viol- 
ations of the forty-~hour ‘law, so that 
for the great majority of the French 
workers this "keystone" of the Popular 
Front's "achievements" have néver been 
anytiving more than a mere rumor, a 
bait to keep them in submission fo the 
government. So far,the cooperation of 
the retormists wWitn the capitalist gov- 
ernment on this score has boen in the 
form of a quiet "understanding." But 
under capitalism everything must . be 
made "official," and so: 


‘France's poworful General Con- 
fedciation of Labor, representing 
5,0C0,000 workers, issued a commn- 
ique tonight indicating that. it 
wil] cooperate in strengthening 
national defense. 

"The organization had previously 
‘Opposed moves of Premior Fdovard 
Daladier to modify the application 
of tne forty-hour week. The conmun- 
ique, however, ghowed a willins- 
ness to favor longer hours in view 


of the threatering international 
situation." (Now York Times, Septe. 
8, 1938.) 


Witi the connivance of the Stalinists, 

the 5 pag democrats and the reformist 

trude'tniodn leaders the French carit- 
alists ave been able to render the 

forty-Lour week law a dead lottor, 

wnici tay possibly remain on tho stat- 

ute nooks like so many of tho"rrog- 

ressive" tieasures of capitalism: 


"As far as political and indust- 
Tial circumstances will permit, - 
‘Franeé will abandon tho forty-hour 
week. Ths Cebinet today. approved 
Prownlor oe Daladicr's stand 
that th nation must nroduce more 
for tal ‘Tal ilitary and economic de- 
fénse. The law will remain on tis 
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statute books, but modifications 
adopted by the Cabinet council will 
provides 

"First, that the government can 
demand unlimited additional hours 
in all industries concerned with 
national defense, internal security 
and public works. 

"Second, in private industries 
the nation can demand the maximm 
of 100 extra hours per year over 
and above the hours that are actu- 
ally in force." (New York Times, 
August 29, 1938.) 


It need only be addod that, as a spice 
to this dish of poison which the capi- 
talists, with the help of the traitors 
in ths camp of labor, have been able 
to foed the workers, the assault on 
the forty-hour weok law carries with 
it a wage cut: 


"M. D aladier in his much discus- 
sod radio broadcast suggested over- 
timo at 10 per cent abovo the norm 


al rate. That is probably the rate 
that will be adopted for national 
defonsee 


"In private industry,where over~ 
time is paid at time and one half 
and sometimes double, there will be 
opposition to any such reduction." 
(New York Times, August 29, 1938.) 


And so the "keystone" of the Popular 

Front "gains" goes the way of all the 

lies and promises heaped on the work- 

ers in 1936. Capitalist reaction, as- 
sisted by the Popular Front misleaders, 
reigns supreme and unchallenged. 


Meanwhile, to supplement the war 
preparations, a "collective security" 


pact was negotiated with England, A 
N.Y.Times headline on April 29, 1938 
informs us that “Britain and France 


Agree on a Defensive Alliance; Unified 
Commands in War." All such pacts are, 
of course, intended to defend and fur- 
thor Frencn imperialist interests. 
Those wno have been fooled by the 
Stalinist fables of “collective .secur~ 
ity" eliminating the need Bor increas—- 
ed armaments will be undeceived by the 
following: 1) On April 28, 1938 
France and England signed a "collect-— 
4ve sccurity" pact; 2) On May 3, 1938 
"France Increases All Armed FKorces" — 


'Daladier Decrees Addition of 4,71l2- 
500,000 Francs Credit to Get Larger 
Man Power" (New York Times headlines); 
3) On May 13, 1938 "France Increases 
Navy Building Program; Two 35,000-Ton 
Ships Will Be Constructed" (N.Y.Times 
Headlines); 4) On May 22, 1938 France 
fiecides to purchase an additional 100 
war planes from the U.S." (N. Y.Timos 
news report); 5) On August 24, 1938 
"Paris Orders Ba6tleship, The Third of 
35,000 Tons" (N.Y.Times headline). It 
goes without saying that the British 
imperialists have not lagged behind 
their French brethren in preparing wer 
What the Stalinists, to decoive the 
workers into being willing victims of 
the imperialists, call "collective so- 
curity" pacts are nothing but part and 
parcel of tho imperialists! plans and 
alliances to let lood another world 
slaughter. 


At this point it is important to 
indicate a special feature of Stalin- 
ism. The degeneration of the Stalin- 
ist burocracy in a counter-revolution- 
ary diroction has by now endowed these 
traitors with a cynicism that is per~ 
fectly boundless. The Stalinist press 
has ths incredible impudonce to report 
that "collectivo socurity" has bocome 
sO popular that even the fascists are 
supporting this policy! "Even De 
Kerillis, who belongs to the extrome 
Right, came out in favor of collective 
socurity..."(Inprecorr, June 25, 1938, 
p. 766.). And not only that, but "La 
Journes Industrielle, leading finan- 
cial orgdn, writes, ‘Now we see the 
cruel mistake (sic!) of those who at- 
tack the defenders of collective secu- 
rity. This is tho only method to savo 
the world today.'" (Daily Worker, Sep- 
tomber 10, 1938. Our emphasis.) The 
Stalinist burocrats actually boast 
that the fascists and the organ of 
French finance imperialism support 
their policy! Let the Stalinist work 
er who takes "collective security" 
seriously ponder on this. Is it not 
obvious that these leaders in whom ho 
has confidence arrogantly assume that 
he will not ask himself even these 
simple questions: How does it happen 
that "collective security" which my 
leaders toll me is in the interests of 
the proletariat is boing supported by 
the fascists and finance capitalists? 


eee oe 


Since when do fascists favor policies 
which benefit the working class? Why 
are my leadors supporting the policy 
of the imperialists? How does it hap- 


We have said nothing so far 
acout ons of the most hidcous aspects 
of Popular Frontism, namely, its pol- 
icy on the colonies of imperialist 
France, and it is essential to outline 
this matter before we close the dis- 
cussion of the nature and results of 
Popular Frontism. Toward the millions 
of colonial slaves, the policy of all 
the Perular Front governments has beon 
the same, that of the krench imperial- 
ists wno bleed the colonials for 
super-profits. The bestial persocu- 
tion of -colonial natives, a long and 
unbroken policy of Frencn imperialism, 
continues wnder the Stalinist-Social- 
ist supported Popular Front in ali its 
savagery. This Oppression centers not 
only around the problem of forcing the 
colonials to slave in imperialist 
planéations and mines under a military 
regime, but especially around the 
drive to crush ruthlessly any move to- 
ward liberation from French imperial- 
ism. 


French Syria is the scene of fre- 
quent native robecllion cavsed, as the 
Stalinist press admits, by the oppros- 
sion of the natives bylogioureoinch 
imperialism: 


"The cause of this movement 
among the people must be sought in 
the tragic situation in which the 
country has been placed by the pol~ 
icy of French imperialism. " 
(G. Peri, "Events, Lpchosyer.. a" 
Inprecorr, February 15, 1936.) 


Reports constantly arrive of 
military suppression of rebelling nat~ 
ives in Fronch Syria during. the retgn 
of the secdnd Popular Front’ government: 


"French: bombing pianes and 
motorized infantry went into action 
today to suppress a rebellion of 
Mohomaetan Kurds against French 
rule in Syria. 

"Three motorized infantry units 
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pen that, while Lenin's policy on war 
made the imperialists rage liko wild 
beasts, Stalin's policy on war receiv— 
es the backing of the imperialists? 


N_THE COLONIES 


and squadrons of war planes took 
the field against the Kurds. Troops 
rushed to the village of Amonda 
near the Tursish border, where two 
officers who attempted to restore 
order were fired upon, but thie 
Kurds had evacuated it. Bombing 
planes attacked three villages 
where important concentrations of 
Kurds were observed. (New York 
Her gld Tribune, Avigust 12, 1937.) 


North Africa, higaly valued pos- 
session of the Fronch imperialists, 
secthes with Nationalist revolt. In 
order to torrorizs the natives into 
submission, the gecond Popular Front 
governmont ordered a fleet of 80 war 
planes ta "manouver" in North Africa: 


"¥rance décided today to dis— 
patch more than 80 #£=first-l ine 
planes to Notth Africa, the great-— 
est air force ever sent to a French 
colony — for Fall mancuvers demon- 
strating her air power to the em 
pire." (N.Y.Times, Oct. 20, 1937.) 


THe persecution of native chiefs is 
part of Popular Front France's tactics 
in crusning colonial natives: 


"Unless the process is postponed 
for considerations of public order, 
the leader of the Algerian Nation- 
alist party, a cortain Messali,will 
be brought to trial tomorrow in Al- 
giors." (N.Y.Timos, Nov. 2, 1937.) 


The colonial persecutors did well to 
worry about "public order" for the 
natives resent the hounding of their 
leaders and demonstrate their wrath in 
hugo mass moectings which are routed by 
French Mobile Guards: 


"During the must violent of 
theso mass meetings the demonstra- 
tors took refuge in a nearby mosque 
when tie Mobile Guard was called 
out. A street battle ensued in 
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which there were several casual-— 
ties." (Ibid.) 


The colonial military administrators, 
notorious for their barbaric treatment 
of the natives, mince no words as to 
their intentions: 


"General August Nogues, French 
Resident General, warned natives 
today he would crush any disorders 
with force as he revealed Moroccan 


Nationalists had planned to lead a 
revolt yesterday against French 
authority. 

"The general, who in the past 


few days has suppressed several 
Nationalist outbursts, sent troops 
into the Moslem quarter of Fez for 
the first time in history. 

"'Our prompt action wrecked 
plans to revolt,’ ho said, ‘Our 
troops will stay in Medina (Moslem 
holy district) as long as neces— 
sary.'' (Ibid. Our emphasis.) 


But the Stalin-Socialist darling, the 
Popular Front government, "unanimous— 


ly" approves of the assault on the 
African natives: 

"Albert Sarraut, Director of 

French North African Affairs, ob- 


tained today the unanimous approval 
of the Cabinet for his program of 
coordination in North Africa to 
combat _unrest and improve  con- 
ditions in Tunis, Algeria and Mor- 
occo." (New York Timos, November 28, 
1937. Our emphasis.) 


The bombing planes and motorized in- 
fantry sent to “combat unrost" will nat- 
urally go far to improve conditions — 
for French imperialism. But the nat~ 
ives are not easily cowed and contime 
their courageous struggle for freedom 

from France's ffdemocratic" imperialism. 


Hence they are met with forceful sup- 
pression: 
"Morécco has been the scene of 


the most violent outbreaks of the 
native nationalist movement in 
Notth Africa which the French gov- 
ernment has determined to put down. 

"Native uprisings, requiring 
forceful suppression, have occurred 
in Melmes, Fez, Casablanca, Khemis~ 


set, Rabat and Port Lyautey." (N yY, 
Times,Dec. 6, 1937. Our emphasis. ) 


In the Stalinist's Popular Front 
policy on the question of colonial 
liberation, we have a typical example 
of the deceitful way they use Leninist 
phrases to becloud their victims! mind 
and conceal the betrayal they are por- 
petrating. Thoy begin with somo revo- 
lutionary sounding phrases: 


"The fundamental demand of our 
Communist Party concerning the co- 
lonial peoples romains the right of 
self-detormination, the right to 
independence." (M. Thorez, "France 
of the People's Front and Her Mis- 
sion in the World," Report at the 
9th Congress of the C.P. of France, 
Dec. 25-29, 1937, pe 99. Emphasis 
in the original.) 


This is immediately followed with a 
hodge-podge of criminal distortions of 
Leninism and a "line" which guarantees 
the enslavement of the colonial work- 
ergs and peasants to French imperialism: 


"Recalling the formulation of 
Lenin's, we have already told the 
comrades from Tunis, who approve, 
that the right to separation does 
not signify the obligation to sep- 
arate, If the decisive question of 
the moment is the victorious strug- 
gle against fascism, the interest 
of tho colonial peoples liew in 
their unity with the French people 
and not in an attitude which could 
favor the projects of fascism and, 
for instance, place Algeria, Tunis 
and Morocco under the heel of Musso 
lini or Hitlor, or make Indo-China 
a base for militaristic Japan. 

ause) 

"To create the conditions for 
this froe, confident and fraternal 
union of the colonial peoples with 
our people, is that not also to 
work toward the fulfillment of 
France's mission in the world? 
(Applause (Ibid. Emphasis in 
the original.) 


Not one idea in this passage is even 
remotely true. In the first place, 
Lenin's formulation to the effect that 
the right of colonial and subject 
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nationalities to separate from the 
"mother" country does not signify the 
obligation to serparato was applied 
by Lenin to colonies and subject nat— 


jonalities only after imperialism in 
the "mother" country had been 


Overthrown and a soviet republic thers 
estadlished. To twmeat this Leninist 
principle as the Sktaiinists do and 
makes it apply %to colonies and subjoct 
nationalities before imperialism in 
the "mother" country has béen over— 
throw is a monstrous fraud which 
forms part and parcel of Stalinist 
Popular Frontism. ieninism teaches 
that before imporialism has been ovor- 


thrown it is obligatory for revolu— 
tionaries to demand wuhequivocally the 
political separation ef colonies and 


subject nationalities. 


Secondly, Thoroz! implication 
that the liberation of the French col- 
onies would strengthen tho German, 
Italian and Japanese imperialists is 
nothing less than a desecration of 
Loniriisme In the same way the chauvi- 
nists argued against Lenin that the 
liberation of Russia's subject nation- 
alities ordFrance's colonies would 
strengthen tho Kaiser. The liberation 
of France's colonial slaves can take 
place only by the revolutionary defcat 
and overthrow of French imperialism. 
Suoh a defeat of French imperialism 
and liberation of  Franco’s colonies 
woujd cauge world imperialism as a 
whole to totter to its very founda- 
tions. A revdlutionary upsurge would 
swesp throughout the entire colonial 
world and would inspire the millions 
of colonial slavés of Italy, Japan, 
England and the rest of the imperial- 
ist oppressors to rise in revolt. The 
smashing of Frerch imperialism would 
servo as a beacon 0 the exploited 
massés all over tho world. It is pre- 
eisely for thie reason that the Stal~ 
inists feed the colonial slaves with 
anti-Leninist poison about a "froc, 
confident and fraternal union" of the 
cOlonigg with French imperialism and 


with chauvinistic demagogy about 
"Traces mission in the world." The 


widespread massacre of her colonial 
staves is “France's mission in the 
world" and .the @egenerate cutthuaats 
of the French Foreign Legioa supply 
the comant for the Stalinists! "free, 


eonfident and fraternal thion." 


In a d&ceptive attompt to talk 
away the ferocious assault of French 
imperialism on the colonial masses — 
this assault is s0 startling and noto- 
rious that it is impossible for even 
such master swindlors as the Stalinist 
burocrats to deny it — the Thorezes 
and Cachins hypotritically call for a. 
“reform" of the colonial administra-~ 
tion. But dbring the ultra-loft zig- 
zag, the Stalini&ts denounced the 
sOcial-democrats for precisely such 
treacherous tactics: 


"Tho gsoclaludomocratic theory, 
aiieging, that the capitalist colon 
ial regime can be reformod and con- 
vorted into a '!good golonial regime 
is & mask ‘bohind which the social- 
democrats attompt to*conceal their 
true social-imperialist character." 
(Thesis adopted at the 6th World 
Congress of the Ctmmunist Intoer- 
ndtional, July-August 1928, "The 
Revolutionary Movement in the 
Colonies," p. 62.) 


In those days the Stalinists weré say- 
ing, and quite correctly, that while 
imperialism exists it is impossible to 
"reform" the colonial administra tion. 
When today, in the face of the vicious 
oftensive of tho Popular Front govern- 
ment against the colonial masses, the 
Stalinists preach social-demécrat ic 
deception about "reforming" the colon- 
tal rogime, tie conscious villainy of 
these’ trditors 1s obviouse 


In the day of the ultra-loft zig- 
zag, the Stalinists hypocritically 
gslirteked mighty Leninist phrases about 
"colonia] revolution" and "national 
liberation." Today when tho $talin- 
ists feed the natives the treacherous 
lic that a "free union of the colon- 
ies with imperialist France is pos- 
Siblo, the colonials, confusod and 
bitter at the “desertion of their 
former Stalinist "allies," tun in ev- 
ery direction for rolicf. And, most 
frerrible of all, the colonials are 
rapidly turing to the French fascists, 
de la Rocgue and Doriot, who are 
spouting the most extravagant and 
reckless promises about "freedom." 
These roactiodnary domagorues,taking ad- 
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vantage of unrest in the coldnies,have 
developed a huge following amongst the 
Natives of North Africa. The Stalinist 
press reports the military propara~ 
tions of the fascists in Algeria: 


"Colonel de la Rocgue gave his 
blessing to tho undertaking of a 
civil war when, on June 10, 1935, 
he assembled more than 15,000 men- 
bers of the Croix de Fou and 30 
aeroplanes near Algiers and held a 
military review." (Inprecorr, Jan. 
23, 1937, ppe 68-69.) 


"It 1s also quite gnerally 
known that both the French Peoples 
Party Qoriof] and tho French Soc- 
ial Party [ge 1a Rocque} havo org- 


anized arms ditgs and civil war 
squads." (Inprecorr, Nov. 6, 1937, 
page 1151.) 


The gaining of support by tho fascists 
among the peasantry by tho spread of 
anti-Semitic venom is now wide in its 
scopes 


"With the aid of tho Peasants! 
Front the movement of the big 
planters won over middle poasants 
who were dissatisficd with the bad 
sales of their products, and even 
some fellaheen were won over 4s 
well, This was accomplished to a 
great extent by teir anti-semitic 
demagogy, and the Hitler thesis on 
éhis point form the usual con 
tents of a large numbor of newspap- 
ers in Algeria." (Inprecorr, Jan. 
23, 1937, pages 68-69. Our amhasis.) 


The Stalinists admit that the fascists 
have alrcady secured control over many 
local colonial governments: 


"In 1935, fascism 
ous local govemnments in Algeria. 
Everywhere wero displayed onormous 
placards bearing the most porni- 
cious slanders aguinst tho Republic 
(sic!) and the slogan 'Death to the 
Jews!! framed in swastikas, which 
were tc be found oven in the small- 
est villages and the poerast quart— 
ers of the town." (Ibid. pages 68- 
69. Our emprasis.) 

Nowhere do wo find any evidence that 
the fascists have grow weaker sinco 


gained numer~ 


the above was written. Officers of 
the French "Peoples Army" feel no need 
to conceal the fact that they are out- 
right fascists: 


"In the courtyard of the bar- 
racks of Tlemcan, the officers and 
non-commissioned officors salute 


only with outstrotched arm." (Ibid. 
samo paging. Our omphasis.) 


The article goss on to turn the mind 
of the readcr away from tho roal dan- 
gor by citing some local olectoral 
victorios by candidates of what it 
calls tho colonial “Popular Front." 
Just what the naturo of this "Popular 
Front" can be in Algeria where hs 
Stalinist Party itsolf is illegal, 
where sociwl-democrats and Radical 5o- 
cialists are practically non-cxistont, 
and where the only roal volitical 
force is that of fascism and tho reac- 
tionary nationalist movement is no t 
revealed by the Stalinist publications. 


But while the fascists have a 
free hand for thoir machinations, not 
even the Stalinist psoudo-Commnism is 
pormitted: 


"Tho two periodicals with the 
largost circulation among the offi- 
cors of the army are 'Candide!’ and 
'Gringoire,’ both fascist.... 


')'Humanite'! is bannod in Morocco. 
But Ono can read at one's pleasure 


the Moroccan odition of the fascist 
‘Action Francaise,’ which openly 
calls for the assassination of the 
mombors of the People's Front Gov- 
ernment." (Inprecorr, Nov. 6, 1937. 
Our emphasis.) 


Thus the colonial toilers 
torrorized with military attacks by 
the French Popular Front government 
and docoived by tho domazogy of the 
fascists who capitalize on this by 
calling for the assassination of those 
who aid and abet them, the Blums, Bon- 
nets, Daladiers, and Chautomps. 


are boing 


Every advinced workor whose mind 
has not been poisoned by Stalinism 
will realize what horrors those devol- 
Oopmonts will shower on tho French pro- 


lotariat in tho future if a Leninist 
revolutionary movement docs not arise 
to stop thom. Gencral Franco has giv- 
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en us an example of how the fascists 
use the cheated and betrayed colonials 
of North Africa. The resources of the 
fascists in the vast French African co- 
lonies are inmonsely greator than those 


I 
ED 


of Franco in Spanish Morocco. If the 
Stalinist leaders had no other crime to 
answer for than their treachery to the 
colonials they would still deserve the 
undying hatred of the workerse 


* ® 


(prep et EE RED 
[eae SO 


I 


GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS ON 
LOPULAR FRONTISM 


aN 
' AN there be any doubt in the mind 
“Eg of an alert class-consc ious 
worker as to tho implications to be 
drawn from the facts we have presented 
on the ruin Stulinism brings to the 
French masses? Stalinism has acted as 
the spearhoad in the workers! ranks of 
tho forocious assault on tho proletar- 
iat that hag carried France to the 
brink of fascism. The chief factors 
in the situation in Franco are: 1) the 
French proletariat has been desparate- 
ly enslaved to capitalism by the dec- 
eptions of Stalinism, social-democracy 
and all othor varioties ot quackery in 
the workers! ranks; 2) the imperial- 
ists have, therefore, forced by the 
intense crisis in capitalism, been 
successful in plunging Franco right- 
ward sO that by now the country, with 
its government-by-decree, has entered 
the pre-fagcist stage; 3) tho lack of 
@ genuine Leninist revolutionary force 
leaves the proletariat politically 
helploss to prevent the victory of 
fascism and thse French imperialists 
free to go ahead with their war plans. 


The Frenen proletariat is faced 
with the grave danger of Daladier's 
undergoing a gradual transformution 
into a fascist dictator. It must be 
romembered tiat there is no single, 
fixed method by which fascism comes 
intO powcr, but that, on the contrary, 
there are severul wys which aro used 
in accordance with the objoctive situ- 
ation. Thus, Italian fascism won its 
victory by a seizure of pow. by Mus- 
gOlini and his cohorts, For two years 
after tuis fascist seizuro of power, 
Italy retained several oclements of 
formal bourgeois democracy, as for ex— 


ample the parliamentary system, logal- 
uty of the Socialist and Communist 
parties, otc. Whon Mussolini had suf- 
ficiently stabilized his rogime, the 
remnants of courgeOis domocracy wore 
wiped out. A second method is that of 
Hitler. In this case fascism was lift 
ed up into power by the "democratic" 
republic through "“legal," parliament 
ary procedurs. The eloments of bourg- 


eois domocracy were then climinated 
practically immodiately. A third 
path for tho victory of fascism is 
that of General Franco. Hero the 


bourgooisic stage a military uprising. 
A fourth possible way is now appearing 
on the historical scene, namely, tho 
gradual transformation of tho bourg- 
e6is domoctatic rogime into a fascist 
ono. In the recont trond in France, 
especially since Daladier came into 
office, significant eloments of such a 
transformation are already noticeable. 
Phe pushing aside of Parliamont and 
replacing of "democratic" rule by 
decree mije is tho most important of 
these features. The suppression of 
the workers! strike actons by mili- 
tary violence and coercion, (use of 
troops #0 broak strikes and mobiliz- 
ation of strikers into tho army), is 
another vitai eloment. The war hys— 
toria throughout Europe provides a per- 
foct setting for the intensification 
and spread of dictatorial rule. Bourg- 
edis democratic usagos can easily bo 
sct aside under the pretext of the ne- 
cessity to “defend France from foreign 
enemies." It is entirely possibie 
that the French bourgeoisio may decide 
On such a@ course of gradual fasciza- 
tion. They have learned from the ev- 
ents in Spain that an attompt at a 
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seizure of power or at a military up 
rising may stir the workers into de~ 
fensive action with great destruction 
of bourgeois property and a threat of 
proletarian revolution as a result. A 
transformation of bourgeois democracy 
into fascism ty easy stages provides a 
way of circumventing difficulties of 
this nature. It is even likely that 
during this transformation the fascist 
hordes of dela Rocque and Doriot, 
whose "impatience" may prove ombarras- 
ging and disturbing to the bourgeoisic, 
will be roorganized and integrated 
into the fascist system. Should such 
@ "conflict" within the bourgooisio 
occur, the latter and the Stalinists 
will, of course, try to make demagogic 
use of it. They will attempt to do— 
ceive the workers into thinking that 
the dicatorial regime whicn is being 
gradually introduced: is not fascist, 
for "aren’t the fascists, de la Rocouo 
and Doriot, being suppressed?" ‘The 
workers mustnot permit themselves to 
be tricked by such arguments but must 
be guided only by the fact of the ob— 
jective situation. (Tho suppression 
of the fascist Stanlhelm by the Nazis 
in no way makes tho presont Hitler re- 
gime any the loss fasdist.) The fas— 
cization of France and preparation for 
imperialist war are “point number one 
on the agonda" of the French bourgeoi- 
sis today and thea workers must learn 
to understand every detail of this 
process regardless of how intricate it 
may be. 


In order to bring out still moro 
sharply the complotely conscious nat— 
ure of tno detrayals of Stalinism, the 
pre-Hitler days in Gormany and the 
Stalinist analysis of thom mst be 
presented. In Germany in the yoars 
immediately prior to Hitler's rise to 
power, social-domocracy practiced a 
policy of "defending domocracy from 
fascism." The Stalinists, while car- 
rying out their own treachcrous ultra- 
left line, levollod many corroct crite 
icisis aguinst social-domocracy on the 
grounds that its policy was opening 
the way to fascism. The social-—democ- 
rats, as tne Stulinists do today, ad 
vanced the argument tat since the 
proletariat is "not ready" for revolu- 
tion, i+ mst make "concossions" to 
the capitalist Stuto in order to preo- 


"democratic" regime as the 
against the monace of 
glic Mr. John Strachey, 
a favorito writer of the Stalinist 
movement, blames this troachcry of 
sociul-domocracy in his book "Tho Men- 
aco of Fascism" (1933) as solely res- 
ponsiblo for Hitler's victory. do 
shows tho social democracy 's* reasoning 
was alonz tho following linos: 


eerve tho 
"lesser ovil" 
fascism The 


"Tho presont regrettable situ- 
ation is no time to talk of rash 
attempts to take over all power for 
the workers. On the contrary, it 
is nocossary +0 retreat, temporae 
rily of course, +o ensure ths pre- 


servation of all that nas boon 
gained by the ostablishment of a 


Gomocratic ropublic." (J. Strachey, 
"Tho Ménace of Fascism," pel85. Our 
omphasis. ) 


From this followed the social- 
democratic. tactic of “uniting” with 
every variety of ‘reformist, liberal 


and bourgeodis-democratic fraud under 
the pretoxt of "preserving democracy 
from fascism." 


"For this sacred prrposs, and as 
the one way +9 thwart the desims 


of the reactionaries, who wish to 
destroy Democracy, Par liamont- 


ary Government anz tac freadom a the 
Trade Unions, wo mst form a broad 
united front of all genuino Democ— 
rats ani Liborals. ‘The German work 


ers should drop, for tac moment, 
too much talk of Socialism Lot 
tnem, at any rato, put their main 


and domocratic aims." (Toa. 


pp. 185-6. Our emphasis.) 


this sOcial—democratic 
sound tO workers into 
whose ears tho Stalinists nour their 
decoptions! What are tho specches of 
tue Stulinist burocrats at tho 7th 
World Congress of the Comintern but 
echoes of this s0cial-democ- 
ratic swindlo? For this "sacred puryose 
the sociai-democrats supported a sov— 
ernment consisting, somewhat simil ar 
to tne firstand' second Popular Fron t 
eovernmments or France, of sociai-dero- 
crats and partios more to the right: 


How familiar 
poison must 
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"So they entered — as, on the 
whole, junior partners — Coalitim 


Governments formed by the democrat— 
ic parties of the Centre and of ths 
Right Centre. Or, later on, they 
supported — 'tolerated', as the 
phrase wont — by gtoadily voting 
for them in Parliament, Governments 
exclusively formed by such parte 
ies." (Ibid. p. 187. Our emphasis.) 


Very mach like events during the early 


days of the Popular Front governmonts 
in.France, for which the Stalinists 
were also "steadily voting", thosse 


"Popular Front" coalitions in Gormany 
fooled the workers into thinking that 
the bourgooisic had been prevented 
from introducing fascism: 


"However, this new application 
of the pobicy of the lesser evil 
did undoubtedly for a time seem to 
have succeeded in its main purpose, 
It did appear to have warded off 
the threat of reaction and to have 
saved tho Democratic Constitution." 
(Ibid. ,ipe 187.) 


Reaction, however, was not sleep- 
ing meanwhile, but was biding its time 
and, like in France, it began to con- 
aglidate its forces and show its hand 
more and more openly. Social-democ— 
racy,like tho Popular Front in France, 
tolerated all of this: 


"So long as they accepted such 
conditions they wers not,of course, 
dn: & ‘pasition evon to think of ad- 
vancing & single inch towards So-~ 


cialism. They supported by their 
votes in Parliament the payment of 


reparations, the building of new 
battleships, and the payment _of 


vagt. subsidies to the more and more 
monopolistic German capitalists. 
Moreover, thoy '‘'toleratod' the 
Steady rovival, under Government 
enoouragement, of every roactionary 
elemont in the lifo of Ge Ay 
(Ibid., p. 188. Our ompiasis. 


But the intensification of the crisis 
in capitalism made, liko in France, 
vicious assaults on the workers! liv-~ 
ing conditions an absolute necessity 
for the pourgcoisie. Through ite 
“Popular Front" government, the German 


dmperfa@lists began "to cut" social ex- 
penditures and to enforce government 
"arbitration" to cut wages: 


"And then came the slum....Its 
onset found the Social Democrats 


eithor gupporting or 'tolorating' 
various types Of coalition parlia- 


mentary governments. When the 
‘slump came, these Governments had 
necessarily to take the usual steps 
which all capitalist governmonts 
"pmdt tako in time of plum. —The vy 
had to 'ott'.....They had to cut 
their grants to loc&l authorities; 
they had to cut social services; 
they had to cut unemployment bene- 
fit; and above all, of course, they 
had to use the elaborate Gorman 
system of Government arbitration to 
cut wagos." (Ibid. page 190. Our 
emphasis.) 


For the spake of preserving capitalism 
(the "democratic republic"), the German 
gO0cial-domocrats supported reaction: 


“And once again the Social Demo— 


crats had thoir way. They 'tolor- 
ated! everything and anything for 
the sako of prescrving the demo~ 


cratic ropublic." (Ibid. p. 193.) 


The social democrats formod electoral 
bloés and supported "democratic" can- 
didates in order to "defeat reaction," 
to "keep the fascists out at all 
costs": 


"In the spring of 1932, for ex- 
ample, the time for the Germ an 
Prégidential Election fell due. 
At the previous olection, Field 
Marshall von Hindenburg had been 
elected by the united roactionary 
parties, dofeating a Socia} Domo- 
cratic candidate. At this elec— 
tion, a new candidate appeared in 
the fiold — Hitlor, tho loader of 
the Fascists. What should the 
sOcial Democrats do? If thoy 
placed their ow candiiate in the 
field, they split tho anti-Fascist 
vote. Hitler might bo olected. 
At all costs thoy must avoid this. 
So they docided to support Hinden- 
burg. No Social Domocratic candi- 
date was nominated." (Ibid. 
pp. 193-194. Our emphasis.) 


« AOve 


"Victory" was achieved and fascism 

was "kept out." But life under capi~ 

talism does not stand still. The 

Bruening ministry under Hindenburg's 

presidency, (the counterpart of the 
present Daladier government), began to 
pass over to dictatorial forms and to 
rule by decree. Wages and social ben- 
efits were slashed ferociously, so 
that the Bruening government was call- 
ed the government of the "Hunger De~ 
crees". This was capitalist dictator- 
ship a la Daladier, but the German 
social-democrats told the workers that 
"domocracy! was being defended and 


hence the government should be 
supported: 

"These reductions were princi- 

pally affected by the notoriou s 


five ‘Hunger Decreas', as they came 
to be known to the German workors, 
issued by the Bruening Government. 
For ordinary parliamentary proce- 
dure had beon abandoned. While it 
was essential, tho Social Democrats 
assured the workers, +0 support the 
Government because it was democrat- 
ic and -constitutional, Herr Bruen- 
ing actually governed as a dictat— 
or." (Ibid. p.195. Our emphasis.) 


Strachey in accusing italics exposes 
this policy of supporting open capi- 
talist dictatorship under the guise of 
"proserving democracy": 


"The application of tho policy 
of the Jssser evil had begun in 
earneste In order to ward off Fag- 
cism, tO presorve the principle of 
domocracy, and, avowedly, +0 pre- 
serve the existing Capitalist eco 
nomic system ('to prevent political 
and economic aos'), tho Social. 
Democrats had month aftor month 
supported a government which had in 

ractice bscomo a dictatorship." 
fTbia. ppe 196-197. 


Emphasis in 
the original.) 


ycuening having outlived his usoful- 
ness, Franz von Papen wes made chun- 
cellor and was in turn supported by 
social~democracy "to keep out the fas- 
cists". Tho "democratic" government 
launched military assaults on the 
workers and tneir orgunizations in the 
manner Qf Chautemps and Daladicr, but 


«this the social-democrats, like their 
French countor-part and the Stalinist 
betrayers, "tolorated". In fat al 
words, Strachoy ¢xplains that the pro- 
text of supporting capitalist "domoc- 
racy" served tho social-domocrats as 
a means Of preventing the workers from 
taking the revolutionary path: 


"Thoy did all ‘this,thoy said,in 
order to obtain, and thon to pro- 
sorvo the democratic constitution. 
Can we, however, as we 100k back on 
this whe.o extraordinary story, ac- 
cept t.is explanation? Do not the 
decds of tha Social Democratic 
leaders spoak far more oloquontly 
than their words? Is it not clear 
that the only possible explana t ion 
for their otherwise incomprohensible 
policy is that what they fearod and 
dreaded most of all was precisely tie 
overthrow of German Capitalism and 
the establishment of workers’ pow 
er?" (Ibid. pe 202.) 


We ghall give this Stalinist scribbler 
the answer he wants: YESJ It is en- 
tirely clear that the social-domocrats, 
the Stalinists, the reformists, the 
liborals and all those "foes of fas- 
cism" who proath the necessity of de- 
fonding the "democratic" ropublic from 
reaction foar first and foromost not 
reaction but the overthrow of capital-~ 
ism ani the éstablishmentof workers! 
powor. 


Meanwhile, the s0ocial-democrats 
were deceiving the workers by pointing 
to the electoral successos of tho 
“democratic coalition", talline them 
that this parliamontary horseplay was 
warding off fascism. Moro, the elec 
toral successes of’ the "domocratic 
coalition" even caused some disinteg- 
ration of the Nazi forces, (just as de 
la Rocqus lost strength aftor tho ori- 
ginal Popular Front clection in 1936): 


"Morcover, as this becanio app a~ 
rent, the Social Democrats, to their 
immense s&tisfaction, bogan to ob- 
serve the first signs of disinteg- 
ration in tho Fascist ranks. The 
Hitlor party began for the first 
time to 10se ground at the 
elections The policy of the los- 
ger evil seemoi to its aunors to be 
about to bo justified."(Ibid. p.207) 
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This electoral "victory" the social- 
demosrats palmed off as the "defeat" 
of fascism by the "defense of democra- 
cy". But Strachey dves not fail to 
observe that “disintegration” of fas- 
cism via the ballot box does not pre- 
vent the victory of fascism. On the 
contrary: 


"The Fascists were given power 
precisély because they were begin- 
ning to show signs of disintcgra- 
tion. It was necessary to give 
Hitler power in the State just be- 
cause he was losing power with the 
massese" (Ibid. p. 209. Emphasis 
in the original.) 

There ig only this to add to this 
Stalinist's devastating expose of the 
treachery of the tactic of "“defonding 
derocracy against-fascism" and that is 
to state that on Junuary 31, 1943 Hit- 
ler was kicked up into power by the 
"democratic" republic. 


What intelligent worker can doubt 
secing the course of events in Germany 
priory hitlor and the almost, exact 
parallel to theso events in present 
day France, that to place faith in the 
governments of the "democratic repub— 
lic", to rely for salvation from fas-~ 
cism on the "dofense of bourgeois dom 
ocracy" means to guarantee the victory 
of fascism! What thimking worker van 
doub+ that the Stalinist machine which 
produced such precise and annihilating 
criticisms of the line of "dofense of 
democracy" is today jointly with Soci- 
al democracy consciously, deliberately 
and premeditatedly leading tno workers 
away via the ultra-right zigzag from 
the path of the overtarow of capital~ 
ism and the "establishment of workers! 
power". Stalinism, rosting on the 
might of tho burocratically coentral- 
ised distorted workers stato, is the 
IMwin daiger within the ranks of the 
prolatariat. Stalinism, fraudulontly 
basing itself on the prostige of the 
greatest revolution -in history, has 
infinit3ly more power and influence 
tha. b9°jul-democracy ever dreamed of. 
Thero can be no galvation for the pro- 
letausjas from the hollfires of capit- 
alism prior to the destruction of 
Stulinism as an ideological force 
wherever it exists in the ranks of the 
workers at least in one country. 


° All history as analyzed by Marx, 
Engels and Lenin proves conclusively 
that for the working class there is no 
sulvation excopt through revolutionary 
methods. Roformist illusions are the 
hope of those who eithor cannot read 
correctly tho warnings of ovonts like 
those of Germany or Francs, or those 
who, terrifiod to the point of domor- 
alization, relieve their faint hearts. 
with wishtul thinking. There is no 

possibility of improvement of the con- 
ditions oi working class life while 
capitalism exists. In France wo learn 
the unmistakable lesson of the futil- 
‘ity of any hope for bettcrment under 
capitalism. Liberalism or social- 
democracy in governmental power scrves 
only to open the way to more intense 
exploitation. Certainly, when faced 
by an upsurgo of the proletariat, the 
‘capitalists will momentarily retreat 
as thoy did in Germany (1930-1931) ,and 
in France (1936). Tho bourgeoisie 
with centuries of experience in ruling 


avast social structure are skillful 
and capable in defonding their class 
interests. But only those who are 


naive or blind to reality will mistake 
such rotroats for defeat and will con- 
timo to pin their hopes on reformism. 
The ruling class knows that the re- 
formists seve only the vnurnose of 
misleading proletarian upsurges and of 
greasing the path of the bourrcoisie 
back to a recovery of thoir tempora~ 
rily lost ground and to new onslauchts 
aguinst the liying conditions of the 
workers. The French bourgooisic whose 
actions wo have described in somo de- 
tail havo ziven us a revealing lesson 
in class strugtle tactics. They have 
shown the numerous devicos, stratcgoms 
ana. maneuvers by which, wilhtho help 

of tho Stalinists, the social-democ-~ 
rats anc tho potty-bourgeois liberals, 
they mislead the workers from thoir 
truo, revolutionary path. The roevolu- 
tionary worker will not be frightened 
or demoralized by tho strongh and re— 
sOurcofilnoss of the bourgeoisic, but, 
understanding the advantagos ani meth- 
ods of the ruling class, will say to 
thom: "Very well, you've won so far; 


but our day will come. We workers 
have to got rid of tho troachcrous 
leaders in our ow ranks in order to 


g0 after you directly." He will find 
new courage in his clarity, and kick- 
ing the Stalinists, social-domocr ats 
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and reformists forever out of his Dimitroff, faithfu] bootlicker of the 
heart,will gird his loins for revolu— Stalinist burocracy, tells the workers 
tionary class battles. that a bourgeois democratic government 
will defoné them from reaction, but 
Only traitors to the workers, Lonin teaches and history proves: 
such as the Stalinists, social-democ~ 
rats and other opportunists, will "The most democratic bourgeois 
spread the hateful lie: "It is quite republic never was and nevor could 
possible to pursue within the frame- be anything else than a machine for 
work of the present regime a democ- the suppressing of the toilors by 
ratic policy in conformity with the capital, than the tool of political 
interests of the working masses " (WJ. power of capital, dictatorship of 
Borlioz, Daily Worker, Feb. 25, 1937). tho bourgooisie." (V¥. Is Lenin, 
The advanced worker, sharply noting Collected Works, Vol. XVI, yp. 186. 
every trick of the bourgeoisie, will Our omphasis.) 


realize that while the state is capi- 
talist it can serve only the intsrosts And again: 
of the capitalists. No ministry, no 


parliament, even if filled to the "All Socialists, in oxplaining 
rafters with "friends of the workers," the class charactor of bourgeois 
will do anything but aid the bour- civilization, of bourgoois domoc- 
geoisic and ass.wlt the workers as racy, of bourgeois parliamontarian- 
long as tho capitalist class and its ism, have exprossod tho thought 
government exist and rule. The Stulin- which Marx and Engols spoke out 
ists, resorting to a.piece of decop- with tho greatest sciontific cxact- 
tion long practiced by the social- nega wien thoy said that the most 
€gmocrats and other rdformists; ane democratic bourgeois republic is 
tureful. to speak about "democracy"in nothine elso but a machine ior the 
general, thus concealing the reaction- suppression of the working class by 
ary nature of ‘this "democracy", its the bourgeoisic, of the mass of 
class character which mmkos it the toilers by a handful of canital- 
weapon of the bourgeoisie for the ops ists." (V. I. Lenin, The Foundatim 
pression of the toilers. The Thoroz', of the Communist International, 
Cachins and Berlioz' fill the workers! p. 7 Our emphasis. ) 
mind with misleading phrasos about 
"developing democracy", about marching From the Stalinists we hear that 
forward for "domocracy": thore is a middle course, a "third 
possibls course" open to tho workers: 
"Tho People's Front is therofore "Sinco Octcber 1934, the Commmnists 
anew step forward for democracy." (sic!) never coasod to maintain that 
(M. Tnorez, France of the People's here was a third possiblo course bo- 
Front unc Her Mission in the World," side the ostablishment of Sovicts on 
Leyoos) the one hand and the reactionary po- 


licy of the French upper class on the 
Lenin, on the other hand, taught that other." (Inprecorr, June 12,1937 


the more "developed" and tho "purer" p- 577, Our omphasis.) But it is 
this "democracy" became, tho more from Lenin that we learn: 


vicious it grew: 
"The chief thing which thse So- 


"Tho Marxists have always said cialists do not understand and 
taut tne more developed and the which comprisos their theoretical 
‘purer! domocracy becomos, the more shortsightodness, ticir captivity 
naked, sharper, and merciless be- to bourgeois projudicos and their 
comes tic class struggle, the political troachory in rogard to 
‘purer! appears the yoko of capital the proletariat, is that in capi- 
and the dictatorship of the bour- talist society, with any kind of 
gooisie." (V. I. Lenin, The Found- serious sharpening of tho class 
ation of the Conmunist Intcrnation- strugele which lios at its basis, 


al tha Oey there can be no middle course save 


cas. 


the dictatorship of the bourgooisie 
or the dictatorship of the prolet- 
ariat. Any dream about any kind o: 
third way is the reactionary lament 
ation of the pétty-bourgoois." 
La Lenin, The Foundation of the 
Communist International, De le. 
Our empnasis.) 


History provides only two altornatives 
to the workers: either destroy bourg— 
sois rule and establish a proletarian 
dictatorship or continue to suffer en- 
slavement under a bourgeois dictator- 
Bhip. Especially since the Russian Ree 
olution it has become clear that evory 
governmont which is not a dictatorship 
of the proletariat is a dictatorship af 
the bourgeoisie. No verbdalisms like 


* Ox 


| 


Social Democratic-Communist coalition 
government, or Labor government, or 
Popular Front government can nogate tre 
fact that as long as bourgeois rule 
of every form has not beon annihilated 
by proletarian revolution, the bourg- 
eoisie retain the power +o exploit the 
workerse 


no. path which can lead 
the workers to freedom but that of 
proletarian revolution and the est- 
ablishment of a proletarian dictator- 
shipe Every other path, regardal ess 
of what sugar-coated slogan may conceal 
its treacherous nature, can bring the 
workers Only increasing misery and 
avontually universal fascisme 


There is 


* 


HOW THE "OPPOSITION" SHIELDS 


STALINISM 


eae and loftward-mov— 
! Ning workers,realizinz the counta- 
revolutionary nature of Stalinism, 
often turn to the so-called "Optosi- 
tion" to the Kromlin clique centoring 


in the Trotskvite and  Lovestoneito 
camps. This is only natural, for the 
simplest solution of the dilemma 


A) THE TROTSKYITES 


When in 1921-1922 Stalin,Zinoviev 
and Kamonev formed their conspir- 
acy to usurp power in the C.P.S.U., 
Lenin, out of the battle because of 
illness, placed in Trotsky's hands the 
duty and task of blocking the designs 
or the conspirators. Lenin doman ded 
not only in his "Tastament" but also 
in his personal instructions to Trote 


caused by Stalinism seems to be to 

join these who "oppose Stalinism." But 
the immense complexity of tho class 
struggle does not permit of "simple" 
solutions. It is necessary to show 
that Trotskyism and Lovestoneism do 
not combat Stalinism in reality, but 
sorve to shicld it in various subtle ways. 


SHIELD STALINISM 


sky* that means be found to remove 
Stalin from the post of General  Sec- 
rotary. Trotsky gave Lenin the impres- 
sion that he accepted Lenin's offor of 
a bloc to fight the usurpers. From the 
very start, however, Trotsky betrayed 
Lenin's trust and doliberately avoided 
carrying out Lenin's line.** His 
policy of compromise with Stalin con- 


* For an account of Lonin's proposed battle against Stalin see "MY LIFE" by Lem 
Trotsky, pages 478-479, 481-485, 487-488, 505-506. 


** For an account of Trotsky's treacherous, compromising policy see the samo vol- 


ume, pages 482, 485-487, 489, 494, 515, 518, 522, 529, 530. 
admissions by Trotsky: his opposition to removing Stalin and to sp}it with 


Note the following 
him 
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tributed to the victory of Stalinism in 
the Soviet Union and in the Comintern. 
Trotsky was consequently placed in the 
position of having to cover-up his owm 
treachery to Lenin by an "attack" on 


Stalin which was limited wholly toa 
deceptive verbal barrage. Stalin's 


ce libe: were whitewashod as 

"“nistakes", as "centrism". The ultra 

left and ultra-right zigzags,conscious~ 
ly instituted in the Comintern by 

Stalinism to prevent proletarian revo- 

lution, were c.llod "centrist" vacil—- 

lations which Trotsky pretended to 

"correct" by sending tho Kremlin gang 

long-winded "appeals", "letters" and 

"critiques". Tho ultra-left sigzag 

was termed "sectarianism" and tho 

ultra~right, “reformism". That both 

zigzags were not the lurchings of a 
"mistaken" centrist but wore tech- 

niques deliberately used by Stalinism 
tO prevent revolution, Trotsky avoided 
telling toc proletariat. 


During the period of 1934-1936 
waen the Stalinists were substituting 
the ultra-right zigzag for tne ultra- 


left, Trotsky spread the fable that 
they were beginning to correct their 
"“3srrors" and he gave them his 
"acclaim": 


"We are ever ready to sincerely 
acclaim every step the Stalinists 
take on the correct ~ road." 
(L. Trotsky, "Whither France",p.26) 


Creating the false impression that the 
Stalinists arco revolutionaries, he 


“advised" these  counter-revolution— 
aries to form workers militias in 
France, and was "surprised" to learn 
that they disagree with him, and he 


informed tne workers that the Stalin- 
ists "do not wunt to see" the develop- 
ing revolutionary situation, thus for 
the nth time leading the workers into 
thinking that the St..linists aro hon- 
est revolutionsrics who for some myst~- 
erious reuson perpetu.lly mak @ 
"errore"s 


"Those who yestorday preached 
the 'third period’ do not want to 
sec what is going on beforo their 
6yea. "ou Cibias Depers) 


Trotsky confuses the workers with the 
fantastic story that tho Stilinists 
are moercly committing a scries of log- 
ical errors: 


"But hore the stratogists, 
tanglod in their own reasoning, 
bring forward against us still more 
stupefying arguments." (Ibid. p28. 
Our omphasis. ) 

The fraudulent “united front" 
with social democrats porpetrated in 
1934 by tho Stalinists +o lull the 
workers! foars and complaints is hail- 
ed by Trotsky as full of "immense 
possibilitics": 


"We have 
united front of the 
Commnist Parties embodics 4&mmense 
possibilitios. If only it wants it 
seriously, it will tomorrow become 
mastor in France. But the will must 
be there." (Ibid. p.43. Our orphasis) 


already said that the 
Socizlist and 


Trotsky has found the "koy" to the 
situation: "The key to the situation is 

now in the united fronta" (Ibid. p.43.) 
And to pile confusion upon confusion, 
Trotsky culls for a Socialist-Stalinist 
coalition bourgeois-democratic govern 
ment: 


"Theo aim of the united front can 
be only a sovernment of the united 
front, i.c., a SoOcialist-Conmunist 
Bovernment, a 3lum-Cachin ministry. 
This must be said openly. If the 
united front takes itsclf scriously 
— and it is only on this condition 
that the popular masses will take it 
soriously — it cannot divest itself 
of the slogan of conquest of power." 
(Ibid. p. 44.) 


This line of Trotsky's is clearly a de- 


i ————————————_________________________ nee 


** (Cont'd from previous page) 


organizationally, his silence on Stalin's origin- 
al crime of usurpation, his fecblo attempt to take a "political holiday", 


‘his 


lack of resistanco to romoval from offices, his discouraging the desire of young- 
er peopbe to attack Stalin's clique in 1927 when the defoat in China opened an 


Opportunity, ctce 


a Heys 


parture from a fundamental principle of 
Leninism in several respects. Fitfst, 
historical experience has proved cor- 


clusively that only a government con- 
posed of genvine Bolsheviks as the 
sole ruling party and coming to power 


by the overthrow of the bourgeoisie 

can serve the intsrests of the toiling 
masses. There is no middlo road, no 
third course in the form of a "govern- 
ment of the united front" which can do 
anything but work for the bourgeoisie 
and against tho massos. secondly, 
Blum, the leader of reformist social- 
democracy, and Cuchin, the leader of 
counter—revolutionary Stalinism, could 


in any caso hoad only a political mon- 
strosity which would function on be- 
half of imperialism and talinisnm. 


Even if tho Stalinists or the social- 
democrats were genuine Bolshcviks, this 
proposal of Trotsky's would result, if 
carried out, in disaster for thc wor k- 
ers. Considering what scoundrels the 
Stalinist and sociul-democratic dburo— 
crats actually are ~ how well Trotsky's 
proposal serves to bolster up the con- 
fidence of the workers in theso swind- 
lers! — what cm this line of Trot— 
sky's be called but . piece of double 
deception. The “united front", how. 
ever, was so Obviously fraudulent that 
after a while Trotsky had to "criti- 
cise" it to save his face. Hence he 
informed tke workers that the "united 
front" was “unstuble" bocwse the 
lerders of the Comintern have "lost 
confidence in thomselves": 


"True, tne Communist Internation- 
al has made a ghurp turn on the 
question or the united front: facts 
proved therviselves more potent than 
the program. But the prozram of 
tac Commnist International has 
been neither suppressed nor modi- 
fied. Its fundamental mistakes 
have not bsen explained to the 
workers. Tro leaders of the Commu- 
nist International, who have lost 
corfidence in themselves, are pro- 


serving against possible eventuali- 
ties an avonue of retreat towards 


the position of  sociul-Fascism'. 

This has invosted the policy of the 

united front with its wprincipled, 
diplomatic and unstuble char..ctor." 
(Ibid. p. 74. Our ormpiasis.) 


dn this passage there is not a singls 
notion that is in any way true. [n 
the first place no "sharp turn" on tino 
question of the united front was mase 
by the Stalinists. The crooked marsu- 
ver os 1934 executed to deceive tne 
workers and only one of a consistent 
series of deceptions is a "sharp trrat 
only to a persor who is hopolessiy 
bankrupt duc to a4 malodorous past of 
his owm which he conceals by reams of 
bombast. Secondly, thero were no 
"mistakes" in the program of tho "Con 
intern", since it has beon deliberato- 
ly counter-revolutionary ewor since it 
foll ind theo hands of tho Stalinist 
burocracy in 1922 — with complove 
"success" s0 far. As for Trotsky's 
psychologizing avout tho Stalinist 
burocrats' loss of  solf-conf i dence, 
this will dazzle only those who mis- 
take windbagism for Leninism. And 
finally, the Stalinists were not at 
the time Trotsky wrote this passage 
(1936) planning to reinstate the ultra 
loft (social Fascism) line. On the 
contrary, they wers scheming to pass 
fromthe sham, “united front” to 2° full- 
fledged ultra-right zigzag. 


The complete launching of tho 
Popular Front line is described by 
Trotsky as a "reformist illusion" 


based on the Stalinists! "inability to 
understand" Lenin: 


"The inability to understand the 
moaning of Lenin's thesis on 'capi- 
talism in its death throes’ has in- 
vested the present policies of the 
French Communist Party with its 
character of noisy impotence, sup 
plomontéd by reformist illusions." 
(Ibid. p. 74. Our omphasis.) 


When Dimitroff at the 7th World Con- 
gress of the Comintern introduced the 
Popular Front tactic of supporting a 
bourgeois government and shrewdly 
buried this treachery in windy phrases 
about a "Soviet government" (see above 
p-!I6), Trotsky pretended to take him 
literally: 


"Dimitroff, as well as his in- 


spirors, seriously imagines that it 
is possible to combine class colla- 


boration with the class struggle, a 
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bloc with the bourgeoisie with the ation of power -— which is the source 
proletariat's struggle for power, of the Stalinist® treachety. Stalinism 
friendsaip with Daladier with build- was operating and developing for three 
ing o2\ Sovieta.e” ~ (lbid. eniaves years (1921-1924) before it promul-— 

gated its "theory" of socialism in one 


We have shovm that the Stalinists are country. The essence of Stalinism is 
fully conscious of the fact that Popu- not some "theory" but is its scizure 
lar Frontism jleadc *he workers away of material vower in the Bolshevik 
from the revolutionary patna and deli-« Party and Sovict organs. The announce- 
berately introduces this zigzag for mont of the "theory" of socialism in 
this specific purpose. Trotsky, how- one country was nothing but a demago-— 
ever, faithfully babbling after Dimi- gic false-front behind which Stalin 
troff like a school-boy reciting his concsaled kis provious and subsoauent 
text, spreads the extremely damaging counter-revolutionary maneuvers. The 
falsehood that the Stalinists death of Lenin in 1924 gave Stalin an 
“seriously" want revolution only are Opportune moment to resort to this 
"mistaken" in thefr tactics. The trickery. Otherwise, instead of cent- 
Stalinists "seriously" want "class ralizing his personal power for three 
struggle", the "“proletariat's struggle years before employing the smoke- 
for power") and "tho, “bai laine Oc screen of "socialism in one country", 
Soviets", says Trotsky, only by some ne might have done so for five, ten 
"error" they are uniting these prin- or more yoars — or he might never 
Ciples§ with sabservience to tue bourg- have found it necessary +0 use this 
eoisie. it, is thus tiat ever sin. ce particular form of demagogye Stalin- 
his opportunistic surrender to Stalin ism, nevertheless, would still have 
in’ 1925" Trotse “Yas failed “to call becn the samee Because Trotsky had 
Stalinism by its right name - con— betrayed Lenin's line of combatting 
scious counter-revolution — and has Stalin's usurpation of power — (Trot— 
helped Stalinism cheat the proletariat. sky's "I am azainst removing Stalin"; 
Trotsiy's denial of the.ckistence or 

In another work Trotsiy explains Lenin's testamont; etc.) — he could 

that, the new "mistake" of the Comin- not attack Stalin on these fundamental 
tern, Popular Frontism (social-patrio- grounds. To have done so would have 
tism), flows from Stalin's wrong entailed an exposure of his own part 
"theory" of socialism ina single in helping Stalin centralize his powcere 
country: Hence, to save ‘his face in view of the 
way Stalin was making a traditional 

"In the days when the Commnist scapegoat out of nim Trotsky was 
International still played wita all forced into pretending to take Stal- 
the rainoow colors of 'revolution— ints "theory" of socialism in one 
ary defeatism’, we warned that from country at its face value. ‘Trotsky's 
the theory “of "socialism in a criticisms ef Stalin's theory, Like 
single country’ there would. flow all his pretenses to correct Stalin and 
inevitably social-patriotic conclu teach him the ABC of Marxism,are noth- 
sions with all their tréacherous ing but a camouflage of Trotsky's ¢wn 
consequences." (L. Trotsky, "On th double-crossing of Lenin in the strug 
7t.. Congress of the Comintern"; The gle against Stalin. By avoiding to ex- 
New International, Oct. 1935, Vol. pose the true origin of Stalinism and 

II, p. 178. Our emphasis.) making his fight against Stalin's "theo. 
ry" the central issuc, Trotsky is actually 

Trotsky bases his so-called fight holping to spread the false notion 
against Stalinism on a wholly ideal- that Stalin has the honest desire to 
istic premise. According to Trotsky, build socialism in the Soviet Union 
the Stalinists are making errors be but cannot do so because of a wrong 
caus? tiey nave a wrong theory — the "theory", A better service to Stalih 
theory of socialism in one country. can hardly be imagined, for what can 
by this kind of argument, Trotsky naive workers say but, “Alrisht, let 
covers up the criminal materialistic Stalin’ tryyeve build socinticm in one 
foundation of Stalinism — its usurp- country and see what happense Maybe 


he'il succeeds Who knows?" Thus, 


kt alee 


Trotsky's posing the problem in a 
wrong light forces many workers into 
@ position of neutrality, of watcaful 
Waiting with regard to Stalin's count- 
er-revoluticnary activities, or even 
into a direct support of Stalin. 


But merely his confusing of the 
French proletariat on the nature of 
Stalinism a not satisfy Trotsxy. In 


a ssries of verbal acrobatics which 
have become eS as "Trotsky's liter- 
ary style", he posed the proposition 
that tae hopes of the French proletar- 
iat must be pinned on — .30cial-democ- 
racy | 


"The destiny of tne proletariat 


depends, in a large measure, in our 
epoch, upon the resolute manner 
with which the social-democracy 


will sueceed in the brisr interval 
which 1s vouchsafed it by the march 
of development, in breaking wita 
fhe dourgecis state, in transform 

ing itself and in preparing itself 

for the decisive strugsle against 
Fascism." (The New International, 
Septonber-October 1934,Vol. 1,p.7C.) 


Despite all tas qualifications covor- 
ing up this complete broak with Lenin- 
ism 

So heg. jo * the thdugnt »/vhorein 
is clear and is followéé up by the or- 
der to Trotssxy's French followers to 
enter the social-democratic party to 
"help" revolationize social-democracy. 
Speaking of Ais Frencn organization, 
Trotsky says: 


"It cal occupy such a place une 
der present conditions in no other 
way than by entering the socialist 
partyin (Loiditpe 712) 


Leninism recognizes social-~democracy 
as the agent of the bourseoisie oper 
ating within the ranks of the prolet- 


ariat, Its primary purpose is to pre- 
vent the passage of tne working class 


to rovoluionary mothods ci settling 


accounts: wits oapitalism. Today 
social-democracy in the Popular Front 
is working hand in glove with the 


Stalinists, following tnem in a sec 
ondary position in this counter-revol- 
utionary maneuver. Leninism recogniz- 
es tuat social-democracy can nevsr 


break with the bourgeois State, 

Social—cerocracy will hold back tire 
proletariat vitil Tascish’'mukes.. 2 
GUsoOcky Llc eon, powensmy) Ut jvad ether 


either make a despairing and desvaiate 
attempt to save its face by flinaius 
the workers against fascism when the 
vietor; of thesslatter sis already a 
foregone conclusion (Austria) or it 
will actually atterpt to come to an 
agreement with fascism (Germany, whe:ve 
the social-democrats gave hitler a4 
vote of confidence) or, in the face of 
an actual military uprising by the 
fascists as in Spain, it will collaoo- 
rate witn the bourgeoisie in prevent— 
ing vrolctarian revolution and thus 
will indirectly assist the fascists, 
BUteasinco-Sfascism Gees) not. find it 
neccssary to compromise with social- 
democracy, the victory of fascism re-~ 
sults in the destruction of social- 
democracy. The final result of social- 
democracy is to lead both the prolct- 
ariat and itself into disaster. It is 
because Lenin realized tnat social 
Gomocracy will bind the proletariat to 
the bourgeoisie to the very last gasp 
tnat ne »vroclaimsd the absolute neces- 
sity of a clear and permanent organiz- 
ational oreak-with it. To preach re- 
liance on social-domocracy or some 
vague hone tnat social~democracy will 
break wiv. the bourseoisie is to open 
the road to -the~ victory of fascism. 


Thus” from his caper cunts: Line toward 

Stalin inlQss5 andhis sharp OE 
with vaste = *Leninist “princivl € 

Trotgixyts= political degeneration ».— 

follows an uninterrupted path. 

The Ameriean Trotskyite, James 


Burnham, has written a pamphlet called 
"The Peoplo's Front; the new betrayal", 
waich is merely a weary repetition of 
the misrépresentations and confusion 
spread by Trotsky - with perhaps a few 
original "inventions" by Burnham him 
self. 


The ultra-left ziczag of 19 2 9 


1933, Stalinism’s:deliberate betrayal 
in Germany, is described as a "mis- 
take", as "sectarianism": 


"It was the class—collaboration— 
ist policy of German Social .Democ- 


racy (combined with the suicidal 
sectarianism of the German Commun 


ist Party) which left the German 
middle class easy puay for Hitler." 
(J. Burnham, "The Paseple's Front; 
the New Betrayal", 1937, p. 30. 
Our emphasis.) 


Burnham, the Stalinists are 
turning "reformist" because they ref- 
use to let their "shielded eyes" see 
the approaching revolutionary situation $ 


Now, says 


"The reformist leadership of the 
Socialist Party of France, on the 
other hand, and the Stalinists, just 
then turning reformist under the 
impulse of the new orientation of 
the Comintern, had quite different 
views. The depth of the crisis 
made no impression on their shield~ 
ed eyes. The approach of a revolu- 
tionary situation? Mere fantasy." 
(Ibid. pe 40. Oug emphasis. ) 


The denial of a revoluttonary crisis: 
when there is one and the exaggeration 
of the “revolutionary crisis" when 
there is actually none are simply part 
of the Stalinists' machinations to 
mislead the workers and prevent them 
from taking the revolutionary road. 
But to the Trotskyites, if we were to 
take them seriously, the Stalinists 
indulge in these treacherous antics 
because of "shielded eyes". #Burnham 
gives the Stalinists credit for having 
at one time put up a "fighting strug- 
gle" on behalf of the workers; now, 
because of their "reformism" they are 
abandoning ‘heir "noble" work of the 
past ~- (exomplified doubtless by their 
counter-revolutionary treachery in 
Germany prior to Hitler): 


"The policy. of class-collabor- 
ation forces the Stalinists to 
abandon more and more the fighting 
struggle for economic demands, and 
through that struggle the raising 
of the level of class-~consciousness, 
for the attempt to come to agree— 
ments with the bupnocrats, to settle 
disputes through deals behind the 
scenes,to rely on governmental ar- 
bitration boards and mediators." 
(Ibid. p. 56. Our emphasis.) 


To the Trotskyites the ultra-left sab- 
Otage and demagogy with its union 
busting, its identification of social- 


democracy with fascism ana its murder- 
ous assault on the social-democratic 
workers whom the Stalinist burocracy 
branded "Little Zorgiebels" was a 
"fignting struggle for economic dem 
ands". It is thus that the Trotsky 
ites who describe Stalinism's cons 
cious betrayals.as "errors" play into 
the hands of Stalinism and bear res-— 
ponsibility for its existencn. 


After page upon page of such cri- 
minal confusion, Burnham in his last 
chapter revéals what he optimistically 
calls "The Real Meaning of the Popular 
Front". The Stalinists, it seems, are 
fine fellows who are basically trying 
to build their country up, to achieve 
"national self-sufficiency", and hence 
endeavor to maintain the "status quo": 


"Now, since Stalinism conceives 
its problems in terms of national 
self-sufficiency, it looks upon the 
solution of the question of the 
Soviet Union as resting,first,upon 
a maintenance of the status quo as 
long as this is possible (during 
which time self-sufficiency will be 
built up); and, when the war comes, 
an alliance with whatever bourgeois 
nations are willing, in order to 
prosecute the war successfully." 
(Ibid. p. 62. Our emphasis.) 


Here again it is plain that by con- 
cealing the true role of Stalinism, the 
conscious prevention of revolution 
which is its aim first and foremost, 
the Trotskyites help Stalinism spread 
its poisonous influence. Read ing 
Burnham, a naive worker, espdcially if 
he has come in contact with Stalinism, 
will exclaim: “What is so bad about 
trying to build national self-suffi- 
ciency? What of it if Stalin makes a 
few errors? Are a few errors so bad 
in comparison to making the workers! 
fatherland invincible? Just leave 
Stalin alone, you  Trotskyo-fascist 
Burnham, and he will establish social- 
ism completely and irrevocably." Ag 
ain the Trotskyites begin their "pole- 
mic" with an acceptance of the lies of 
Stalinism as the basis of their argu- 
ments. The Stalinist burocracy knows 
just as well as Burnham that the 
"status quo" cannot be maintained; 
that in the present period the worl4- 
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must rapidly move either in the direc- 
tion of proletarian revolution or of 
vwniversal fascism and imperialist war. 
The primary fear of the Stalini st 
burocracy is proletarian revolution 
with which it cannot compromise and 
which will rapidly wipe Stalinism off 
the face of the earth. With fascism 
Stalin can compromise as hs has done 


and is doing and can maneuver with 
various groups of imperialists to 
stave off as long ag possible the in~ 


evitable attack on the Soviet Union. 
What Burnham brightly paints as 
"national self-sufficiency" is nothing 
but the wealth created by the workers 
and peasants and in enormous quanti- 
ties appropriated by the burocracy. 


Burnham accordingly links the 
Comintern line with Stalinism's for- 
eign policy. Since Stalinism, accord- 
ing to the Trotskyites, is trying to 
Maintain the "status quo", it must 
have allics amongst the imporialists. 
Hence it sells out to some of thom via 
the ultra-rignt zigzag: 


“Stalinism must, therefore, 
make clear to its potential allies 
that it is dependable; and it mst 
aid its potential or actual allies 
in their own preparation for war. 


It must show, that it is to say, 
that in return for a military al- 
liance it will do its part in sup- 


pressin, the class struggle and the 
proletarian revolution, in bringing 
acout national wnity, within the 
allied nations. The Popular Front 
is a mejor device wnereby just this 
is. done.” (bic. p. 63.) 


* * 


If the Comintern line is related to 
Stalinism's foreign policy of maintain- 
ing the "status quo", how does Burriham 
explain the following contradiction: 
that in the years up to 1933 Stalinism 
in its foreign policy had "friendly" 
relations with the German imperialists; 
but from 1929 to 1933 the Cominterr 
line in Germany shrieked night and day 
for the overthrow of German imperial- 
ism. The Comintern line and Stalin- 
ism’s foreign policyvare not dependent 
on each other. The Comintern line has 
only one basic purpose: to pravent 
proletarian revolution by either tho 
ultra-left or the ultra-right zigzag. 
It is true that today the ultra-right 
zigzag and the exisbanee of the 
Franco-Soviet Pact give an appearance 
of plausibility to the notion that the 
Comintern line is part of Stalin's 
foreign policy. Wo may rest assured, 
however, that should the final victory 
of General Franco in Spain cause 
an intonse dissatisfaction with the pre- 
sent ultra-right line, especially in 
France, an ultra-left zigzag will fol- 
low. Nevertheless Stalin will try to 
contime his alliance with France. 


After piling deception upon de- 
cention and completely confusing the 
workers on the nature of Stalinism, 
Burnaam paints himself as a staunch 
anti-Stalinist and calls for "an un- 
relenting struggle against Stalinism". 


Thus the Burnhams serve to cover up 
the crimes of both Stalinism and 
Trotskyism. 

* * 


B) THE LOVESTONNITES SHIELD STALINISM 


Trotsky attracts followers ©) By 
his prestige as the ¢o-leader with Len- 
in of the Bolshevik Revolution, who, 
while he was faithful to Lenin's line, 
did undeniably superb work. Lovestone, 
nowever, can boast of nothing but wun 
usual shrewdness as a wiro-puller. Love 
stone carried out all of Stalin's poli- 
cies without a murmur of criticism while 
he was still a leader of the American 
Stalinist Party (approval of elimination 


of Brandler and Thalheimer from the lead- 


ership of the German party and of 
Stalin's treacherous line in China in 
1925-1937; support of the fake "theor;" 
of building socialism in the Soviet 
Union alone; hounding Stalin's chief 
scape-goat, Trotsky, etc. etc.). Love- 
stone represented a stage in the pro- 
cess Of burocratically centralizing te 
Comintern and in the passage to a higt 
er stage was eliminated by Stalin. * 


Lovestone's game has bean to pre- 


*“ For a detailed account of Lovestone's chicanery, see STALIN, PROTSKY or LENIN 


by George Marlen, 1937, 
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sent a fraudulent criticism of Stalin 
while perpetuating and helping to 
spread the lies of the Stalinist buro- 
cracy. As a face-saver, Lovest one 
railed agains% tie burocracy but stuck 
close enough to it with -his friendly 


criticism" to retain some hope of be~ 
ing called back into the Stalinist 
machine. Stalin, however, for whom 
there is no turning back on the path 


of counter-revolution, will have noth- 
ing of Lovestone. The assassination 
of Bukharin has finally forced Love— 


stone to "break" with Stalin — as 
Trotsky "broke" with Stalin, we may 
adde 


Before Bukharin was murdered, the 
Lovestone leadership painted what was 
actually the burocratic centrulization 
of the Workera'State as the “building 
of socialism." The Lovestoneites point- 
ed to the huge industrial machine bhat 
has been created in the Soviet Union 
as "socialist foundations," glossing 
over the counter-revolutionary politi- 
cal features of the Stalinist burocra- 
cy. Since the Lovestoneite chieftains 
had been ousted from their cherished 
positions in the burocratic machine, 
they had to keep up a pseudo-criticism 
of the lack of “democratic centralism" 
and a "collective leadership" in the 
Comintsrn. What this meant in plain 
language was that they wanted back 
their jobs in the Stalinist hierarchy. 


To account for the zigzags in the 
Comintern line, the Lovestoneites set 
up a theory which to date has fardly been 
exceeded in its fantastic nature. This 
is their well-known "gap theory." Ace 
cording to this notion, the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union, which was 
engaged in "constructing socialism" in 
the U.SeSeRe, dominated burocratically 
the entire Comintern. Due to its 
mighty preoccupation wibh the con= 
struction of "socialism" it failed to 
grasp the conditions existing in the 
rest of the world. Hence whenever it 
had to give the Comintern a "line", it 
simply ‘transformed the policy it was 
following in Russia in the "socialist 


construction" into an international 
Wlino". If the tempo of "socialist 
construction" was slow at tho moment, 


the Comintern was given an ultra-Right 
line; if "socialist construction was 
prompding rapidly, the Gomintern was 


blessed with an ultra-Left line. 


"The basic cause of the crisis 
in the Comintern is to be found in 
the gap that has developed betwoon 
the victorious proletarian revclu- 
tion and the steady development of 
Socialism in the USSR, on the one 
hand, and the 'retarded! devolop— 
ment of the proletarian revolution 
in the capitalist world on the oth- 
er." (Commnist Party of the USA 
(Opposition); "Where We Stand," 
1934, Vol.II, p. 36. Our emphasis.) 


The ultra-Left line which did so much 
for Hitler was seen to be caused by 
the"mechanical transference" of meth- 
ods from Russia where "socialism" was 
being built fast and furiously — (al- 
ways prior to Bukharin's demise,please 
remember) —- %o Germany where Stalin-~ 
ist "socialism" had not yet descended 
on the prolatariat: 


"The real basic source of the 
ultra-left course is seen by the 
International Communist Opposit i on 


in the falso transference of the 
methods and forms of struggle cor- 


responding to a country in which 
the working class has already tri- 
umphed and in which socialism is 
being built, to the Communist Part-— 
ies of those countries in which the 
majority of the working class has 
still to be won over and the pro- 
requisite for taking up the strug- 
gle for power have still to be cre- 
ated." (Ibid.,p.15. Our emphasis.) 


The "mechanical transference" of the 
various factional stuggles with in 
Russia, (which actually were nothing 


but Stalin's smoke screens to hide the 
burocratic centralization of the 
State), to the Comintern also caused 
the zigzags: 


"A further cause is the mechanie— 
al_ transference of the factional 
struggles within the Communist Par- 
ty of the Soviet Union to the Com 
intern and its sections." (Ibid. 
Dendba) 


We have but to synthesize these no- 
tions into a single formula to realize 
what amazing gibberish these "theories" 
ef the Lovestneites amount toe In 
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brief, the Lovestoneites told the work- 
ers that the party which was "con- 
structing socialism" in one sixth of 
the world and was there forever liber- 
ating mankind from the horrors of cap- 
italism was consistenty giving the 
proletariat in the rest of the world a 
series of "lines" which have led and 
are leading it intd the hell of fas~— 


Cism. Stalin and his gang had bhoir 
nose so deeply buried in "socialish 
construction" that they didn't have 


thetime to take a peek into the capi- 
talist world about thom and find ot 
what the roal conditions there were. 
Conscquently, —- lazy dogs that thoy 
were! — thoy "simply" extended their 
policy of “socialist construction" in- 
to the capitalist world, and as one 
fascist triumph followed another, con- 
sOled themselves by building a little 
more "socialism." And bhis hair-raisirg 
fairy tale was solemnly offered by the 
Lovestonoites as "Marxist criticism"! 


Having whito-washed the ultra- 
Loft counter-revojutionary sabotage .as 
being based on "socialist construc- 
tion," the Lovestoneite apologists fa 
Stalin were given a new field in which 
to confuse the workers when the ultra 
Right zigzag broke loose in 1934-35. 
Lovestone's tactic has been to keop a 
little to the right of Stalin when the 
latter was to tho left, and a little 
to the left when Stalin was to the 
right. This was done to create the 
illusion that Lovestone, while rocog- 
nizing that Stalin was "constructing 
socialism," retained his “independonce" 
of thought. When the Popular Front 
was already in full blast, Lovestone 
published a pamphlet called "The 
People's Front Illusion" in which he 
“criticizos" Stalinism. 


Since this was written before 
Bukharin's. assassination, -- (L ove- 
stone. justified, the murder of Zinoviev, 
Kamonev and other "Trotskyites") — 
Lovestone was still able to find "no- 
bility" in the motives of the Stalin- 
ist burocracy: 


"As an even momentary (sic!) 
break with communist principles, 
such moves are costly beyond cal- 
culation or repair — regardless of 
the nobility of the motives animat- 


ing the tacticians." (J. Lovestone, 
"The PeopleAs Front Illusion", 
1937, p. 5. Our emphasis.) 


Friendliness for the Stalinist counter- 
revolutionaries oozes constantly from 
the pen of Lovestone? “the comrades in 
the leadership of the Comintern," 
"Comrades Browder and Hathaway," "Our | 
official comrades," ctce page after 


Page. 


The swing from ultra-Leftism to 
ultra-Rightism is due, according to 
Lovestone, to the "un-Marxian" methods 
of the Stalinists; they are in a 
"panic," or,as Trotsky would say, they 
have lost self-confidence’ 


“Applying an equally un-Marxian 
method today, and moved by despair 
over the defeats brought on by the 
ultra-left course, the Comintern 
has flown in panic to the ultra~ 
pight strategy of the Poople's 
Froit.” (Ibid., pe 8) 


According to Lovestone, it was because 
the Stalinists were heart-broken over 
what happened to the workers in Ger- 
many, you see, and not because they 
had to forestall arevolution in 
France and Spain that the change in 
zigzag Occurred. But there were ap- 
parently redeeming features even in 
this new betrayale Lovestone blandly 
tells us that the Stalinists rosponded 
to pressure from thoir followers and 
formed a "unitod front" in France: 


"Soon the spontaneous movement 
for proketarian unity of action 
forced the leaders of the Socialist 
Party and tho Commmnist Party to 
have their parties enter into a un- 
ited ‘front and to insure trade 
union unity." (Ibid. p. 25-26. Our 
emphasis. ) 


Like Trotsky,Lovestone entirely avoids 
exposing the spurious nature of this 
"united front", or the utilization by 
the Stalinists of this work of treach- 
ery tO pacify their disgruntled victins 
the better to deasive tem in the future . 


Lovestone, who had behind him the 
majority of the members of the Commn- 
ist Party of the U.SeAe was trick ed 
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into going to Moscow and burocratical- 
ly kicked out of his positon by the 
bandits in the Kremlin, has the incre-— 
dible effroentery to delude the workers 

into thinking bhat the Stalinist lead- 

ers "correct" their policies because 

of pressure "from below'i Lovestone, 

who knows by the welts in his own hide, 
exactly how the Stalinist machine is 

run! Can this be termed anything but 

conscious bootlicking of Stalin, any- 

thing but deliberate betrayal of the 

proletariat? It is in this way bhat 

Trotsky and Lovestone by palming off 
outright criminality as the "correc« 
tion" of “errors" rob the workers of 
their critical vigilance and help 

Stalinist perpetrate its villainy. 

When the Stalinists make thsir inevit- 

able swing to an ultra-Left course, 

wil] Trotsky and Lovestone again hail 

the first cautious steps in the total 

betrayal as "correction" of "errors"? 

Will they add another peak to the veri- 
table mountain range of confusion they 
have already piled wp on the revolu- 

tionary path? Lest it be phought that 

we are merely indulging our indigna- 

tion for the sake of literary effect, 

it must be made clear that Lovestone 

already indicates a "possibility" that 

the Stalinists will "return" to what 

ho fondly calls a “revolutionary po» 
sition". Speaking of the French "“anti- 
fasckst" decrees passed by the Popular 
Front government he says: 


"They are all so worded as to be 
urnable against the Communist Party 
tionary position." bi. 
Our emphasis.) 


The Stalinists* pretanse of opposing 
the sabotage of the workers of Spain 
by the French Popular Fronk governmont 
is seconded by Lovestone and sold to 
the workers as honest intentions - not 
perfect, it is true, but an effort in 
the correct direction nevertheless: 


"The blockade of Spain by the 
French People's Front government 
has aroused so much ire amongst the 
workers, that the Communist Party 
was compelled to criticize verbally, 
at least,this policy of the govern- 
ment and to show its disapproval by 
abstaiming from voting for the gov- 


ernment on one 
Die whos 


occasione" (Ibid. 


Our emphasis.) 


Nowhere in the pamphlet do we find any 
statement that toabstain from vo t& zg 
when voting against is the duty of a 
revolutionary, 18 «Om suppors a 
reactionary measure. 


Readers of Lovestone's pamphlet, 
if they are not clear as to what 
Stalinism is, i.e., deliberate counter- 


revolution, will be taken in by the 
grcat deal of seemingly correct 
surface criticism of Popular Frontism 


it contains. The same holds true of 
the writings on this subject by the 
Trotskyites, the anarchists and even 
some liberals. It is no great feat to 
show that in its surface features, in 
its outline form Popular Frontism fol- 
lows the tracks beaten long ago by re~ 
formist Social-democracy. But to do 
this does not in itself constitute a 
Leninist criticism of Stalinism. 
Practically all of the so-called crit 
ics of Stalinism present certain dis- 
tortions. Thus, they will all main- 
tain that the Comintern line is depen- 
dent on the foreign policy of Stalin- 
ism. They will point out in "criticisn" 
that the "Comintern" line is a "mistake! 
in that it is not effocting what they 
imagine is its purpose, namely, to 
"fight fascism" or to prevent war. 
Only when it is clearly understood 
that the "Comintern" line has nothing 
to do with fighting fascism and that 
its one and only basic purpose is to 
prevent proletarian revolution, cana 
correct analysis of Stalinism be made. 
When this concept and the evidence we 
prosented for it are held clearly in 
mind, the critic of Stalinism will. be 
able to avoid attributing -—— directly 
or by implication ~- good intentions 
but bad practice to the Kremlin clique 
of counter-revolutionaries. Only 
along these lines of genuine and fun- 
damental criticism will workers be kept 
from harboring the dangerous illusion 
that some day Stalinism will "correct" 
itself and become "once more" a "revo~ 
lutionary" movement. 


"Criticism" a la Lovestone, how~ 
ever, has the effect of telling the 
workers to wait until Stalinism has a 
change of heart — i. e, to march 
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straight into the grave that is being 
dug for thsm by Stalinism with the 
help of its "friendly craties". Love- 
stone was going to “heip" Stalinism 
turn honest: 


"Under the existing conditions, 
the International Commmist Opposi- 


tion and its sestions set them 
selves the task of helping (sic!) 
the Comintern and its sections 


communist principles." 
Our emphasis.) 


return to 
(Ibid., p. 84. 


While Stalin, who has marched so far 
forward on the road of counter-revolu- 
tion that even a Lovestone is too far 
behind him, spits in the face of his 
Old lackey, Lovertone, the latter gave 
his former master who laid down, 
through Dimitroff, the policy of the 
Popular Front, somo "advice": 


"In France, the Communist Party 
should begin to turn away and win 
the working class away from the 
People's Front, so that there may 
be created the political and organ- 
izational prerequ:.sites for shifte 
ing from the presaut policies of 


parliamentary bourgeois democratic. 


coalition to the fieida of determin- 
ed extra-parliamentary struggles 
for immediate demands."(Ibid. p.79) 


* * 


.* 


i 


Stalin has but to find the time to 
read the epistles of Lovestone and all 
will be well; Stalinism can yet save 
the proletariat: 


"Once the Communist Party drops 
the Peopie’s Front, it will return 
to the fulfiliment of its element- 
ary duty of combining communist 
prcpagenda with striving for these. 
immediate objectives. It will thus 
prepare the ground for revolution- 
ary transition siogans and a strug-~ 
gle for the reorganization of eco- 
nomy on a socialist basis, for the 
ultimate aims of communism." (Ibid. 
p. 82.) 


Whab more viciow: misleading poison 
can a traitor pour into the mind of 
the proletariat! Instead of -warning 
the workers to beware of the new ultra- 
Left zigzags that the Stalintern has 
in store for them, this Judas teaches 
them to hope for leadership from Stal- 
inism in tae fight "for the ultimate 
aim of Communism". Unless the prolet- 
ariat learns the real nature of Stal- 
inism, its history and its methods of 
betraying the masses, there is nothing 
to look forward to but the victory of 
fascism in Spain and France in the 
near future and of universal fascism 
ultimately. 


x 
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THE COMING IMPERIALIST WAR 


AGAINST THE SOVIET UNION 


HE s« «. masses again face the 
danger of being slaughtered ina 
war One 
fact of basic importance stands out in 
the present chactic situation, Depoite 
all difficulties and lesitasion, the 
imperialists are slowly but surely 
forming a united front agaist the So- 
viet Union. Up to 19:7 te tmosrial- 
ists were ina strong cncigy posivion 
internally to make war -ron each other, 
for the forces of pro.eta: ian vrevolu- 
tion had not yet directly threatened 


new 


world imperialism. 
British group of imperialists could 
afford to engage in a gigantic war 
against the Ausiro-Germane But sinze 
the Octoher Revelution and the creatim 
of a Workers State and the accelerated 
deciinv of international capitalism, 
the furdamental threat to the imperi- 
alist is the existence of the prolet- 
arian state, @von in its present dis- 
tocted form, and new proletarian revo- 
lutions. Hence in the present hist o+ 
rical period, this conflict between the 


Thus, the Franco- 
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workers state and world imperialism 
mast be settled before the conflicts 
amongst the imperialist plunde rers 


themselves. 


World imperialism has chosen Ger~ 
many as the spear-head of this at&ack 
to be made upon the Soviet Union. 
"Democratic" France and England are 
working hand in glove with Hitlsor in 
his drive to the East. English, French 
and American capital financed and sta- 
bilized the Nazi regime from the very 
beginning. The Nazi militatization of 
the Rhineland and the surrender of the 
Saar Basin to Hitler met wibh a 
"strange" lack of opposition from ths 
"democracies" while the Nazi seizure 
of Austria was executed with the ill- 
disguised aid of British imperialism 
and the tacit consent of French capi- 
tal. The dismemberment of Czechoslo- 
vakia has been accomplished with the 
direct assistance of English and Frerch 
imperialism and the indirect help of 
the "democratic" American government 
whose fraudulent protestations of nev- 
trality and love of peace serve as a 
cover for its collusion with German 
fascism. The road to the Hast is be- 
ing opened for German fascism by world 
imperialism in every way possible. The 
feo. ios. consummation of a four~power 
pact or entente by England, Germany, 
France and Italy -is an historic 
landmark in this coming: warof world 
imperialism against the Soviet Union. 


The imperialists are using the 
cleverly planned war scare as a means 
of bludgeomhng the masses into accept— 
ing the concessions being made to Hit- 
ler. The formation of a united front 
of the imperialists against the Soviet 
Union will, of course, be paraded as a 
measure of "peace" and its real anti- 
Soviet nature will remain carefully 
unmentioned. In these imperialist 
machinations, the French Popular Front 
government plays a very active and 
willing part. Thus, the negotiations 
of Chamberlain and Hitler were actual-~ 
ly suggested by Daladier according to 
his own statement: 


"In a communique issued late 
this evening Premier Edouard Dalad- 
ier in some ways claimed credit for 
the suggestion, for he always has 


been a partisan of a get~-tegether 

policy wibh Germany, and late last 
evening, he suggested by telephone 
to Mr. Chamberlain that something 
should be done for having something 
like a three-power conversation to 
consider the situation. In his 
statement this evening M. Daladier 
said: 'At the-end of yesterday af— 
ternoon, in the presence of a rapid 
sequence of events in Czechoslovakia, 
which «wie made local neyo- 
tiations difficult, I took the ini- 
tiative in establishing direct per- 
sonal contact with the British 
Prime Minister with a view to exam 
ining with him the possibility of 
atéempting exceptional procedure 
that would permit an examination 
with Germany of the most effective 
means of assuring a friendly solu- 
tion of the differences thad separ- 
ate the Sudetens and the Prague 
government and, in consequence, of 
maintaining peace in Europe.!" (N.Y. 
Times, Sept.15,1938. Our emphasis.) 


Daladierts "I took the initiative" 
gives the lie to the Stalinists who 
try to give the impression that the 


French imperialists are helpless lumps 
of dough in the hands of the British 
"Tories". French imporialism (and its 
tool the Popular Front government), 
like every imperialism, secks a common 
front against the Soviet Union. The 
destruction of the Workers State is 
equally the aim of all the imperial- 
ists, "democratic" or fascist. 


In any war that French imperialisn 
wages, the aim Of class-cosscious work-~ 
ers must be the complete defeat of 
French imperialism and the conversion 
of the imperialist war into a war 
against imperialism for the creation 
of a French Soviet Republic. The nat 
ure of any war waged by French imperi- 
alism is determined only by the pre- 
datoy aims of the French ruling class, 
the capitalists,and not whether France 
is an "aggressor" or "defender" or by 
the nature of France's alliese No war 
fought by France while it is under 
Capitalism can be anything but wholly 
reactionary and designed to bring 
about still greater oppression and ex- 
ploitation of the masses. The class 
conscious French workers who have been 
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forced into the impermlist army must. 
practice fraternization with the sol- 
diers in the "eneniy" forces so that by 
the united efforts of the internation- 
al proletariat world capitalism can be 
destroyed and a socialist society cre- 
ated. Basing themselves upon the nat— 
ure of the situation (degree of class~ 
consciousness of the workers, strength 
of capihalist reaction and terrorism, 
etce) the French workers must make 
every effort possible to prevent the 
French war machine from carrying out 
its plans. Sabotage of the imperialist 
War machine will be of most value when 
best organized and of least value when 


indiscriminate and planless. If the 
Fronch workers are thrown against the 
Red Army, the revolutionists in the 


French imperialist forces must enlight- 


6n the Russian workers as to the cri- 
minal nature of Stalinism — 
not be imagined that the Russian mass— 
6s have a clear political grasp of the 
reactionary character of Stalinism, for 


within the Seviet Union the bur ocrats 


* 


it should 


~ 


practice a vast blinding demagogy— and 
spread revolutionary propaganda amor.git 
the Russian toilers. Stalin's cons:s. 
tent policy of preventing prolotariaa 
revolution and compromising with 2m- 
perialism must be exposed before ihe 
Russian masses, for they suffer und¢vr 
the illusions created by the huge Stal 
inist propaganda machine which sproacs 
far and wide Stalin's fakery. The ne- . 
cessity of fighting a revolutionary 
war for the complete defeat of imperi- 
alism, rather than the limited, buro~ 
cuatic war to compromise wi®uimerial- 
ism which Stalin will wage must be im- 
pressed on the Russian toilers by the 
class consciows workers of France. The 


profound need to destroy Stalinism and 
every other opportunism, if the masses 
freod from capitalist op- 
be made the knowledge 

toilers of all 
in thecoming 


are to be 

pression, must 

Ore earls} the 

the armies 
xi Ware 


STALINISM'S GAME 


The charge that the Stalinist 
burocrats, in order to prevent prolet- 
arian revolution, are deliberately 
leading the workers to défeat will 
seem incredible only to those who have 
been deceived into thinking that the 
Stalin clique is "fighting fascism". 
The Stalin burocracy has but one fun 
damental aim: to preserve itself with 
all its priviloges in power and, if 
possible, to increase its might and 
wealth. In this design, however, it 
is threatened on two fronts. First, 
any revival of the proletarian revolu~ 
tion begun in October 1917 will re- 
store the trend to a genuine socialist 
sOciety with which the existence of 
Stalinism is incompatible. Secordly, 
world imperialism, with German fascism 
as its spoar-point, stands prepared to 
accomplish its basic task of the pre- 
sont historical period, i.e., the des- 
truction °f the Workers State. With 
proletarian revolutio, Stalinism has 
never. compromised and can never compro- 
mise. From the very beginning of his 
control of the Comintern (1922), Stalin 


has  beon preventing proletarian 
revolution through the ultra-Right and 
ultra Left zigzags. The conflict bet~ 
ween the Workers State and imperialism, 
after the violent clash of 1918-1921, 
passed into a stage of "peace" that is 
really a breathing spell during which 
imperialism is gathering its strength 
for a new and final attack. The end 
of this “armistice” is now visible.The 
building up of the imperialist front 
has not proceeded all in one leap, but 
rather in partial moves. The absolute 
necessity for imperialism to smash the 
German working class has already been 
fulfilled. The crushing of the French 
proletariat is the next imperialist 
requirement and is fast approaching 
its fulfillment. The lining up of Gen- 
tral Europe under the heol of German 
fascism is reaching its completion. 


Stalin's policy of prevonting 
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prole&arian revolution has immensely 
benefited imperialicm and has facili- 
tated i%s passing over to the fuscist 
form of rule. From this, however, it 
suculd not be imagined that Stalinism 
prefers fascism to pourgeois-democracy. 
In fact, we may safely assume that the 
Opposite is true. The dilemma of Stal- 
inism is that the destruction of its 
enemy-from-the-left, ppooletarian revo~ 
lution, endows its enemy-from-tH e- 
right, world imperialism, with its 
maxinmm power by easing its passage to 
its best fighting form, fascism. 

There arise in the mind of the 
reader these questions: Do not the 
rulers in the Kremlin know that world 
imperialism, with German fascism as 
its spear-head, plans war against the 
Soviet Union; Doesn't Stalinism know 
that the imperialists, "democratic" 
and fascist, plan to bury their dif 
ferences temporarily and launch a un- 
ited attack on the U.5.S.Re? Our ans— 
wer is: Yes! the Stalinist burocrady 
is entirely conscious of all these 
things. We have never questioned the 
intelligence or ability of Stalin and 
his henchmen. They have built them— 
selves a huge political machine with 
millions of officials and hangers-on. 
They very “intelligently" fleece the 
workers and peasants through lucrative 
jobs and mumerous social and economic 
privileges. They have built a mighty 
military machine which they domihate 
with great "ability". What then is 
the game that Stalinism is playing? 


The ultimate scheme of Stalinism 
may be outlined as follows. As long as 
possible it preserved itself by pre- 
venting the overthrow of capitalism in 
the rest of the world and by tagging 
itself on to one or anohbher of the im- 
perialist groups. This way of prolong- 
ing its life, however, is definitely 
becoming impossible, for a wnited im- 
perialist attack on the Soviet Union 
is looming in the near future. Stalin- 
ism will handle this imperialist at- 

eck in two ways. First, the Red Army 
will fight furiously with all its 
tecunical resources and with the tre- 
mendcns; courage that only workers de- 
fenlirg: ®country which they believe 
is wte.rs can show. This will serve 
to gytave off immediate defeat. ‘Sec- 


ondly, behind the backs of the workers, 
the Stulinist ciique, always fearing 
proletarian revolution, will dicker 
with the imperialists for a cessation 
of the war, promising them various 
concessions. Stalinism will say to 
the imperialists: Gentlemen, if this 
war continues — and it will very 
likely drag on for a couple of years 
at least since we're a huge country 
with vast man-power and a brave, self- 
sacrificing population — you face the 
danger of proletarian rovolution in 
your own back yard. Remember what 
happened to you as a result of the war 
of 1914-1918. Therefore, if you know 
what side your bread is buttered on, 

you will listen to reason and accept 
the offers wo are willing to make. If 
you agree to peace, we will modify our 
state monopoly of foroign trade and 
will allow you a certain amount of 
freedom to trade in tho Russian market. 
We will permit you to invest capital 
in Russia either in enterpriges you 
build yourselves or in Russian produc- 
tion directly. We may even give you 
some picces of property and territory, 

as wo "sold" to the Japaneso imperial- 
ists the Chinese-Eastern Railway of 

vast military importance and as we 
gave Japan the Amur Islands not so 
long ago at Japan's first show of 
strength. It is true that this will 
convert us burocrats into a compradore 
class, living, like the Chinese bourg- 
ecisie, by the grace of foreign imperi- 
alism, but that we prefer to being put 
out of existence altogether by a world 


proletarian revolution. We burocrats 
will reinvest our surplus incomes in 
Russian production. In order to win 


the support of our 100,000,000 peas— 
ants, we will- grant them private owner- 
ship of the land. By such devices we 
will slowly but surely drag Russia 
back to capitalism. You needn't worry 
about the Russian workers being able 
to resist this counter-revolutionary 
development for we have them well in 
hand. We havo already rothethem of 
all political and economic rights, the 
latitar being entirely in our grasp. We 
have complet@ély befuddled the workers 
ideologically so that politically they 
are paralyzed and have them under iron 
control through G.P.U. eorrorism. We 
have raised demagogy to a fine art so 
that we can explain away every bit of 
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our counter-revolution as "“buildirg 
socialism". Thus, when we give the 
land to the peasants and open the 
nationalized industries to individual 
investors, we will describe this as a 
passage to the higher stage of commn- 
ism. As for ceding territory to you 
and giving you economic concessions, 
this we will be able to talk away very 
easily. We will simply point to the 
fact that Lenin himself was willing to 
cede tertitory to German imperialism 
for the sake of peace and urgently ad~ 
vised tho granting of concessions to 
foreign capitalists as a means of 
building up Soviet economy. The road 
is clear, therefore, if you will only 
come to an understanding with us. 


‘Whether or not the imperialists 
accept these terms will depend on their 
strength as compared with that of the 
international proletariat. If anew 
revolutionary movement does not arise 
to overthrow capitalism on a sguffi- 
cient scale to prevent the crushing of 
the Soviet Union, then there is small 
likl@hood that the imperialists will 
accept the offers of the Stalin buro~ 
cracy. Worid imperialism, if unhinder- 
ed by proletarian revolution, has 
sufficient material and military 
strength to destroy the Soviet Union 
and dismember ite It is purely wish- 
ful thinking to hold that the economy 
of Russia, still considerably inferior 


to that of the advanced capitalist 
nations, will be sufficient to resist 
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a united imperialist onslaught. While 

the equipment that the Red Army has 

now is excellent in many respects, +o 

imagine that in the production of mili 

tary supplies the Soviet Union can com 
pete with world imperialism is sheer 

utopianism of a perfectly idiotic sort. 
Nor can any comfort be found in the re- 
collection that the Red Army of 1918- 

1921, despite its great inferiority in 

equipment as compared with the imperi- 

alists, could nevertheless defeat its 
enemiese In the days of Lenin the Red 
Army was backed by a revolutionary 

political and military line. Under 

Stalinism, which will fight only to 
compromise with imperialism, the Hed 
Army will wage a wholly burocratic war 
without the slightest element of revo- 

lutionary policy. Unless the world 
proletariat succeeds in freeing itsclf 

from the bonds of Stalinism, Social- 

democracy, Trotskyism, Lovestoneism 

and other forms of opportunism and in 
overthrowing capitalism, the destruc- 

tion of the Soviet Union is a certain- 

ty. If world proletarian revolution 
does not arise to destroy capitalism 
as a whole, there is no alternative 

but a descent, after an interlude of 
universal fascism, into indescribable 

barbarism. 


Not Dimitroff's "democracy" or 
fascism is the choice. The true his- 
torical alternatives are socialism or 
barbarism. 
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WHAT IS TO BE DONE 


HE defeat of the proletari- 
gs) an revolution in the advaned 
countries of Europe at the end of the 
orld War and the burocratic distor— 
ee of the first Workers’ State have 
thrown the working class back many 
years. To an extent it facos today 
the task that it did in the days of 
Marx and Engels and later of Lenin, 
with this advantage — today there al- 


ready 
science 


exists the body of political 

created by Marx, Engéls and 
Lenine If the proletariat is to és- 
cape a descent through universal fas- 
cism into barbarism, there is one, and 
Only one task that it must fulfill: a 
now revolutionary party and inter- 
national must be forged out of the van- 


guard of the prolotariat as the only 
means whoreby the world can be led out 
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of the disasters of capitalism to the 
freedom of socialist society. Only by 
building a new revolutionary movement, 
basing itself on Marxism-Leninism, can 
we isolate and destroy the influence of 
Stalinism, Social-democracy,Trotskyism, 
Lovestoneism, reformism and all other 
species of deception that plague the 
workers!’ rankse 


By vanguard of the proletariat we 
mean those advanced workers,who, sharply 
realizing the horrors of capitalism md 
the wunavoidability of a descent into 
barbarism unless the world is saved by 
proletarian revolution in the advanced 
nations, are willing to unite and act 
to build a revolutionary leaders hip 
based on the principles of Marxism 
Leninism. 


The predominant concentration of 
this workers vanguard is found today in 
the ranks of the S&alinist parties, of 
Social-democracy, of the Trotskyites, 
Lovestoneites and other opportunist 
groups, and in the lvarr ‘g¢7e 
section of society which,having passed 
through or in some way been in contact 
with them, is under their ideological 
influence. The turn-over in the Stalin- 
ist and other counter-revolutionary 
movements in the workers! ranks is en- 
ormous and the persons ofall classes 
under their ideological control are 
far greater in numbor than more party 
mombershipe To give only a rough idea 
of how many persons can be influenced 
by a comparatively small organization 
in a country whore the revolutionary 
crisis has not yet broken in its full 
fury? it is estimated that at least 
250,000 persons have passed through 
the Stalinist party in the U.S. since 
its formation — to say nothing of its 
numerous dependent organizations. In 
a@ country like France, of course, 
literally millions are dominated by 
the poison of Stalinism, Generally 
speaking, the strength of Stalinism 
does not reside necessarily in the 
number of persons under its influence 
at any given moment. Its power lies 
in the confusion and misconceptions of 
the-masses who mistakh.,Stalinism for 
Leninism. Stalinism in England, where 
mumerically the Stalinists are at pre- 
sent insignificant, is as mech the 
main danger in the ranks of the pro- 


detariat as it is in France or Spain 

where millions have already fallen 

into the Stalinist trap. The case cf 

Spain is especially in point, fcr in 

that country the Stalinis$s as late eas 

1931 had only a few hundred members in 
their party, with only fourteen mem- 

bers in Madrid before the overthrow of 

the monarchy. When the Spanish situ- 

ation became reyolutionary, however, 

tens of thousands of workers, deluded 
into thinking that Stalinism represents 
the October revolution, flocked into 

the "Party of Marx, Engels, Lenin 
and Stalin", so that today it has an 
estimated 400,000 members with millions 
under its counter~revolutionary spell. 

In France the outburst of proletarian 
activity in 1936 caused the ranks of 
the Stalinist party to swell similarly. 
It is absolutely certain that with the 

occurrence of every revolutionary cri- 
sis, if Stalinism has not been exposed 
for the vicious anti-working class 
force that it is, the workers will in- 
evitably be tricked into trusting and 
following this menace and will be led 
into one disaster after anothere There 
is no escaping Stalinism excopt by 
meeting 1t face to face with the wea— 

pon of Leninist exposure and destroy- 

ing it. 


Stalinism, the main enemy in the 
ranks of the proletariat, and all the 
organizations which, because of their 
opportunist line, indirectly shield 
and support Stalinism,will be destroy-— 
ed only by winning the vanguard of the 
workers to Marxism-Leninism. Except 
through the winning of the proletarian 
vanguard to a Marxist-Leninist posi- 
tion, there can be no hope of disinte- 
grating the ixdfluence of Stalinism and 
its subsidiary and supporting mowements, 
and hence no hope of saving the toiling 
masses from unspeakable degradation. 
As long as Stalinism can find a foot- 
hold in the proletariat, it will be 
able to repeat the vetrayals it perpe-— 
trated in Germany and is now perpetrat- 
ing in France and Spain. Prior to de- 
stroying the influence of Stalinism in 


the ranks of the workers a successful 
revolution is impossible. Only the 
horrors of Germany, France and Spain 


can be the prospect. Stalinism must 
be destroyed in at least one important 
country. To defeat Stalinism itself, 


and the half-Stalinists-from-the-left 
such as the Trotsivites and Lovesbone- 
ites, a new revolutionary party must 
be built ovt of tka vanguatd of the 
proletariat. A revolutionary party 
can be built only in terms of winning 
the vanguard of the proletariat to 
Marxism-Leninism. 


What are the stages through which 
such a new movement will pass? This 
question can be answered only in out- 
line forme 


First a few individuals will 
realize the true nature of the Stalin- 
ist, Social-—democratic, Trotskyite, 
Lovestoneite and other betrayals of 
Marxisme Thess individuals will grow 
tQ a group by person-to-person con— 
tact, discussion and propaganda in a 
Way something similar to the process 
in Russia prior to the foundation of 
the revolutionary party. Study circles 
will be used to expose every 
variety of fraud in bbe working class 
ranks. ‘The past history of theso be- 
trayals as well as their present 
treachery will be sharply examined and 
understood. The present study is only 
cone of many that will be made to prove 
conclusively the deceptions of Stalin- 
ism, Social-democracy, Trotskyism and 
Lovestoneism, and to expose the nature 
of the swindle they perpetrate. These 
study circles will consolidate to form 
a Leaguo whose basic aim will still be 
clarification and the winning over of 
individuals who are already wavering 
in their allegiance to tho Stalinists 
and other misleaders. The severe cris- 
is of the present day world and the 
continual defeats the prolotariat is 
suffering have causcd a groat ferment 
in the vanguard of the workers; numer- 
ous politically conscious workers are 
of themselves arriving at tentative 
conclusions as to the counter-revolu- 
fionury nature of Stalinism and its 
holpinates. Such alert workers will 
gravibate to a new movement which can 
give them complete clarity and can re- 
store them to a Marxist-Leninist posi-~ 
tion. Wnen the League has sufficient 
forces, it will send members into the 
Stalinist, Social-democratic, Trotsky— 
ito and other deceiving organizations 
of the vanguard that menace the prolet- 
ariat to act as fractions and win mom 
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bers away from these cheats who betray 
them. It will descend in full force 
on public meetings held by these trait- 
ors, will question them in the open on 
their crimes, and when they try to 
squirm out of their villainy, will ex- 
pose them before all the workers in 
the audience, will spread its own pro- 
paganda and exert its own influence in 
every way possible. The League by in- 
tense work along these lines will grow 
larger and will gradually assume the 
proportions of a political party. In 
the process of dislodging Stalinism 
fror all its positions,tnis new revolu- 
tionary organization will take over the 
mass work now performed for demagogic 
purposes by the Stalinist burocrats 
and the obher opportunists and will 
lead large masses of toilers in genu- 
ine struggles against oppression and 
reaction. Both the ultra-left sabotage 
of Stalinism in its Third Period and 
the class collaboration policies of 
Stalinism in its ultra-right period, 
of Social-democracy and other forms of 
opportunism will disappear from the 
proletarian camp and an honest battle 
against the tourgeoisie will be waged 
for tne first time since the death of 
Lenin. All Leninist political posi- 
tions will be restored to their true 
form and the workers will be taught 
the real nature of the class struggle, 
of imperialist war,of fascism, of pro- 
letarian revolution, of socialism and 
of all the political tasks which the 
proletariat must perform. It will then 
be possible to penetrate mass organiz-— 
ations of all kinds, such as trade un 
ions and fraternal and cultural organ- 
izations controlled by the counter- 
revolutionaries or influenced by them. 
From these tne party will draw off the 
most advanced sections and take them 
into its’ ranks, will educate them in 
Marxism and convert them into profes— 
sional revolutionaries. 


In America beginnings have already 
been made along these linese The Len- 
inist Loague seeks to clarify advanced 
workers and the proletarian vanguard 
generally on the nature of the trait 
ors in the workers! ranks, at present 
by the sheerly propagandist methods al- 
ready indicated. It published Marxist 
Leninist studies, organizes and part- 
icipates in study circles, symposia, 
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debates and lectures. It seeks to win 
vanguard elements in graat enough num 
bers to build a party so as to isolate 
and destroy the influence of all count- 
er-revolutidnary forces in the prolet- 
arian rankse 


Half the major countries of the 
world already exist in the blackness 
of fascist bestiality. A new imperi- 
alist slaughter is in its initial 
stages. Every class-conscious worker 
is fully aware of what disasters the 
future holds in store for his class 
and all oppressed if capitalist reac~ 
tion, assisted by the traitors in the 
workers? camp, suceedds in advancing 
even further. In 1917 the Russian 
workers under the leadership of Lenin, 
gave the world proletariat a glorious 
example of the only way in which it is 
possible to hurl back the tide of cap-— 
italist reaction and burst tne chains 
that bind them to the bourgeoisie. 
Stalinism, Social-democracy and their 
various camp-followers have made stu- 
pendous efforts to bury this revolu- 
tionary example far from the sight of 
the working class. Now, it is immedi- 
ately on the order of the day to re- 
store the revolutionary movement 
brought to its prime by Lenin. In 1914 
Lenin saw the necessity of forever 


breaking with social-democracy and of 

building a new international. This 

realization gave the world the first 

workers! republic. Today, the histor- 

ical task of the proletariat is to cut 

itself off wharply not merely from So- 

cial-democracy but primarily from 

Stalinisin and its opportunist bootlick- 
ers. The Third International, under 

the corrupting influence of Stalinism 

since 1922,has taken its place in his- 

tory beside the Second. Sometimes, 

working hand in glove, (in the ultra- 

right period of Stalinism), and :some- 

times in fake opposition (in the ultra 
left period of Stalinism), these two 

counter-revolutionary organizations 

have led the proletariat throggh oceans 
of blood and have helped create mount— 
ains of workers! corpsese Only a Len~ 

inist Fourth International, based on 

the principles of Marxism Leninism and 

unequivocally opposed to every dévia— 

tion from Marxism-Leninism, can save 

the working class from a plunge into 

unparalleled slavery. 


FORM LENINIST LEAGUES! Enter the strue 
gles to build a new revolutionary party 
and international, and forever free 
the toiling masses from capital ist 
bondage. 
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IN: (Deiieeteone OF BOLLS AEVISM 


Dear Friends and Comrades: 


You have been receiving our mille- that nave beset the international work 
tin IN DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM for some ing class since Stalin usurped powe r 
time. No doubt you are now acquainted in the Soviet Union. . 
with the ideas expressed there and sym- 
pathize with the main aim of the maga-~ In the very short time allowed us 
zine, ieee, to defend the ideas of Bole by history for this task, we must 
shevism against all its enemies and its reach an ever-widening circle of poli- 
psedu-Marxist "friends" - especiall y tically clear and determined sympath- 
against the Stalinist scourge which is izers and supporters. The imperative 
burying the traditions and teachings need of the hour is the need of a genv- 


of Leninism. ine revolutiorary party. The work of 
carrying on and spreading IN DEFENESE 
The comrades around the periodic OF BOLSHEVISM has already rcached the 
al IN DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM have under- limits of the financial capacity of 
taken the task of unearthing the whole our small group. 
truth about the degeneration of the 
Comintern and the Soviet Union, clari- We ask you to share in the work 
fying the class-conscious, revolution-— of attempting to extricate the entire 
ary., vanguard workers; to rally them working-class from the reactionary 
in an offensive against the persistent wave engulfing it. We ask you _ to 
and deep-going trend of pessimism, de- share in the struggle for the est ab- 


moralization, confusion and defeats lishment of Socialism. 
THE LENINIST LEAGUE U.SeAe 
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The Leninist League, U.S.A., 
P. 0. Box 67, Station D, 

New York City 

Dear Comrades: 


Enclosed please find $ as a contribution toward the pub- 


lication of IN DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM. 
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The Leninist League, U. S. Ae, 
P. 0. Box 67, Station D 
New York City 


Dear Comrades: 
Enclosed please find $ for which send me IN DEFENSE 
OF BOLSHEVISM for year. 


